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Also, petition of citizens of Edinburr. N. Dak., against Cana

dian reciprocity bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Also, petition from citizens of Hampden, N. Dak., urging pas

sage of bill for additional compensation to rural free-delivery 
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of Ledyard Grange, No. 167, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Mystic, Conn., against Canadian reci
procity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Ily Mr. KONOP: Petition of farmers of Kewaunee County, 
Wis., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of residents of Suring, Wis., in favor of the 
withdrawal of United States troops from the Mexican frontier; 
to the Committee on l\filitary Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of' Door County, Wis., favoring re
tention of tax on oleomargarine; to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Papers to accompany bill granting an in
crease of pension to Augustus Sponsler; to the Committee on 
Im·alid Penisi.ons. · 

By Mr. LAMB : Petition of residents and voters of Henrico 
County, Va., in favor of parcels post; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Georgiq-Florida Sawmill Association, 
against Canadian reciprocity treaty; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. LENROOT: Petition of Hugh Bell and 43 others, 
against the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of New: York Cordage Co., against 
the duty on jute cotton bagging and russia rope, .tarred and un
tarred, for marine use; to the Committee on Ways ancl Means. 

By .Mr. TURNBULL: Petition of Edward Wyatt, son of 
ID. A. R. Wyatt, asking for remuneration for property tnkcn 
by and for the use of the Union Army during the Civil Wnr; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petitions of Seward Repub
lican Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., and Stereotypers' Union No. 1, 
Journeymen Stereotypers and Electrotypers' Union, of New 
"York, favoring reciprocity with Canada; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of New York Chapter of American Institute of 
Architects, favoring proposed site for Linc0ln memorial; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, April 13, 1911. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, ol'fered the follow
ing prayer: 

Our heavenly Father, whose ear is ever open to the cry of 
Thy children, we are sore pained because of the homes which 
have been devastated and the hearts which haYe been rnncle 
de591ate. Their sorrow is our sorrow, as their loss is our lo~s. 
Oh, Thou who rulest over whirlwind and tempest, comfort tl1e 
stricken hearts, we pray Thee, and deepen Thy children's trust 
in Thee. And though Thou leadest us in ways which we can 
not understand, because of the frailty of our nature, help us 
still, we implore Thee, to pray that Tby will may be done and 
that Thy kingdom may come. And unto Thee, who art the God 
of all comfort, do we commit our bodies and our souls now and 
forevermore. Amen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 

approved. 
rETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented u joint resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of the State of Tennessee, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 43. 
Wllereas it appears from an invcstlg-atlon recently made by the Sen

ate of the United States, Rnd otherwise, that polygamy still exists in 
c0rtnin places in the United States. notwithstanding prohibitory stat
utes enacted by the several States thereof; and 

Whereas the practice of poly~amy is generally condemned by the 
people of the United States, and there is a demand for the more ef
fectunl prohibition tbereof by pl!lcing the subject under the !federal 
jurisdiction and control, at the same time r~serving to each State the 
right to make and control its own laws rell1ting to marriage and di
vorce : Now therefore be it 

Resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring), 
That tbe !1PPlicat1on be made, and hereby is made, to Congress, under 
the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the United States, for 
the callin .~ of a convention tb propose an amendment to the Constitu
tion of the United States whereby polygamy and polygamous cohabita
tion shall be prohibited, and Congress shall be given power to enforce 
such prohibition by appropriate legislation. 

R esolved, 'l'hat the legislatures of all other States of the United 
States, now in session or when next conver.ed, be, and they are hereby, 
respectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of thilil 
or an equivalent resolution. 

Resolv ed fw·th er, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, 
directed to _transmit copies of this application to the Senate and the 
House of Representatives of the United States and to the several Mem
bers of the bodies representing this State therein; also to tra-qsmit 
copies hereof to the legislatures of all other States of the United Stlltes. 

Adopted FelJroory lG, 1911. 
N. BAXTER, .Tr., 

Spookcr of the Senate. 
A. M. LEACH, 

Speaker of the HouBe of Representatives. 
Approved, February 17, 1911. 
[SEAL.] BEN w. HOOPER, Governor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented petitions of the congrega-
tions of the Temple Lutheran Church, of Philadelphia; the 
Church of the Brethren, of Portis, Kans. ; the Church of the 
Brethren, of St. Joseph, Mo.; of the .Morning Star Sunday 
School, of McPherson, Kans.; and of the executive committee 
of the Laymen's Missionary l\Iovement of the Methodist Episco
pal Church South, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to further restrict the sale and traffic of opium, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He al8o presented n. memorial of the Emerald Club, of Pater
son, N. J., remonstrating against the ratification of the pro
posed treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Gre:lt Britain, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Helations. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Federation of Labor 
of Kankakee, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation with
drawing the United States troops from the Mexican border, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He n.lso presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Dunlap, 
Ill., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the Uniteu States and 
C:mnda, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

l\Ir. NELSON presented a memorial of the Ancient Order of 
Hibemians, of Brainerd, Minn., remonstrating against the rati
fication of the proposed treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Minnesota Wool Growers' 
Association, praying for the adoption of an amendment to 
Schedule K of the present tariff law providing reasonable pro
tection to the wool growers of the Mississippi Valley, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BRISTOW presented a petition of the Morning Star 
Snnday School, of McPherson, Kans., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors into prohibition districts, which was re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation withdrawing the 
united States troops from the .Mexican border, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign ReJations. 

Mr. BURNHAM presented petitions of ·James Collins, of 
Manchester, N. H., and 254 other citizens of New Hampshire, 
praying for the establishment of a national department of 
public health, which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

Ile also presented memorials of Herman Anderson, of Milan ; 
C. W. Farr, of North Weare; William Chesbro, of East Deer
ing; J. W. Clark, of North Weare; William F. Colesworthy, of 
Canaan; Fred 0. Lavene, of Winchester; Edward Flanders, 
of Clinton Grove; Edgar C. Breed, of Weare; Oliver C. Dimond, 
of West Concord; S. R. Hanscom, of Errol; Fred A.. Wesson, of 
Lancaster; Gn.un E. Gonell, of Tilton; and John D. Hutchin
son, of West Chesterfield, all of the State of New Hampshire, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
trade agreement between the United States and Ca.nada, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND presented a petition of the Salt Lake 
Socialist Party, of Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the enact
ment of legislation withdrawing the United States troops from 
the l\fexican border, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Reln tions. 

1\:Ir. JONES. I present a joint memorial adopted by the' 
Legislature of the State of Washington, which I ask may be 
printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Com
merce. 
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There being no ohjectlon, the joint memorial was referred to 
tile Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printc<l in tile 
REconn, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial G. 

To the Senate and IIouse of Represcntatii;es of the United States in 
Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the Lc6islature of the State of Wasllin;;ton, 

would respectfully represent: · 
The Bay of Port Townsend and Oak Bay, in the State of Washington, 

are now separated by a narrow strip ot land from 100 to 150 feet in 
width, and by reason of this obstruction vessels goinl? north from 
I>uget Sound are compelled to pass around Yarrowstono l'oint, exposed 
to the lleavy swells direct from the ocean. We would fUrther repres<:!nt 
that light-drnft and stern-wheel steamers nre forbidden by the United 
States local inspectors from rloing business lletween tlle city of Port 
Townsend and other C:ties o:::i. Puget Sound south of Marrowstonc Point 
during the winter months. We would fUrtllcr represent that the re
moval of this obstruction would pres~nt a safe means of communica
tion during tllc entire year. :rncl also shorten the distance to be trav
eled by water at least 1:3 ~iles, and that said obstruction can be re
moved for the sum of $80,000. 

'I'he number of Yesscfa and tonna.gc entering from and clearing for 
forelg-n p<.>rts !or tl.te !lsca.l year ending .Tune 30, 1910, was 5,01)7{ with 
the total tonnage or 3,810,010. There is no record of vessels n the 
coastwise trade, as they arc not required to enter or clear but a con
servative estimate would place it as nearly double the foreign tonnage, 
in addition to what we term the " local fleet" of Puget Sound. 

Many of the foreign and coastwise 'l"essels would use the canal, if 
constructed, llut its importance for protection of the local sound fleet 
and the lumbex industry is still i;re:iter, the bets concerning which arc 
as follows : Seven vessels of the local fleet ply between the upper 
sound points to Port Townsend and to points by Wt~Y of Port Town
send. The number of trips ma.de by these vessels annually in both direc
tions were 3,848, with u total tonnage of !!.323.968. During elght 
months encllng August 31, 1910, they carried 73,233 tons of freight for 
loca.l points. The average for the year would therefore be in excess of 
105,000 tons. It the canal was constructed, every one of thc:;c vessels 
would make use of this passage. 

There is an annual towa"'e from the Straits direct to upper sound 
mills of 75,000,000 to 100,00U,OOO feet of logs, all of which would make 
use of this canal. It is not an unusual sight to see six or seven tugs 
with tows of lo~s from Port Townsend Bay awaiting favorable oppor
tunity to round J.\.Jarrowstone Point. During time of storm the weather 
conditions off Marrowstone Point noel opposite the entrance to Port 
Townsend Ilay arc ns bad as can be found outside of Point Wilson, 
which the Go;ernment desi:;nated as open ocean. 

The protection which this canal would afford to the smaller vessels of 
Puget Sound and to the lumber industries would, in itself, be sufficient 
to warrant the expenditure of the money necessary for its excavation 
and completion. 

In the interests of the industries at tho head of Port Townsend Ilay. 
such as the Western Steel Corporation plant at Irondale, the plant of 
the Classon Chemical Co. at Hadlock, and the Washington Mill Co. in
terests at the same place. this canal is even more necessary, for the 
constantly increasing busipe ·s at these points demand a constantly in
creasing traffic by water, which traffic is ba.ndlcappcd at present not 
only by llad weather conditions to be found olr Marrowstone Point, but 
by additional distance of over 12 mHes, which must be traveled in 
order to reach these industries. 

With this canal completed, traffic between Seattle and other points on 
Pu.,..et Sound and the various points on Port Townsend Bay would be 
augmented, in that it would be open to smaller vessels than those whlch 
are now required, owing to the necessity of passing at times through 
exceedingly rough and dangerous weather off Uarrowstone Point. 

We, your petitioners, would therefore respectfully request that nn 
appropriation of said sum of $80,000 be made for the purposes herein 
stated, and as in duty bound your petitioners will ever pray. 

Passed the senate February 28, 1911. . 

Fussed the house March 4, 1911. 

W. H. PAULIIAhlUS, 
President of the Senate. 

HoWA.nD D. TAYLOR, 
Spea.l•er of tlte llouee. 

:Mr. JO~~S. I present a joint memorln.l adopted by the Legis
lature of tbc State of Washington, which I ask may be printed 
in the IlEcor..D and referred to tho Committee on the Judiciary. 

There being no objection, the joint memorinl was referred to 
the Committee on tlie Jucllciary and ordered to be printed in 
the .RECORD, as follows : 

Senate joint memorial 4. 
To tho Honorable Scnnte and Jiouse of Representatives in Oonoress 

cusembled: 
We. your memorJnlists, the Rennte and House of Representatives of 

the State of Washin~ton, in le;islatlve session assembled (twelfth regu
lar session), respectfully petition: 

That the bill now before Congress providing that nppeal mny be 
taken from the decislocs rendered by the Secretary of the Interior to 
the Circuit Court of the UnHerl Stntes in and for the District of Colum
bia be modlfl('d, in that uppe:ils from the decisions of the Secretary of 
the Interior be taken to the circuit court of the united States for the 
district in which the land under controversy is situated, and that the 
bill when so amenucd be enacted into law. 

Passed the senate Fel:runry D, 1011. 

Passed the house March 4, 1011. 

W. H. PAULILDIUR, 
President of tl1e Be11ate. 

How .um D. TAYLO!l, 
Spea7cet· of the House. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I present a joint resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of the State of Tennessee, which I nsk may be 
printed in the RECORD nnd referred to the Committee on Immi
;ration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration and ordered to bo printccl in 
the RECORD, as follows : 

Senate joint resolution 27. 
Whereas the United States Immigration Commission after four years 

investigation and the expenditure of $1,000,000 has made a 40-volumo 
report to Congress; and 

Whereas it is bcmg proposed that the immigration evils from which 
tllo Northe:tstern States are suffering be relieved by diverting and dis
tributing the aliens now crowding into and congesting the slums, 
sweatshops, and city centers of the Northeast; and 

Whereas the Immigration Commission clearly points out that this 
is the only country with any considerable net foreign immi~ration 
our laws and administrative policy nrc the weakest of any ne-iv coun~ 
try, and that " substantial restriction is <lcma.ndecl by economic, moral, 
and socio. I considerations," and the illiteracy test is recommended "as 
¥1i{ei~f;:e fr,~s\~le sing-le method for excluding undesirable immigration: 

Resolved lJy the State Senate of Tennessee (the IIouse eoiicurring), 
Thnt we hereby memorialize Congress to immediately enact some such 
illiteracy test as is recommenucd by the Immii;ratlon Commission as is 
law in Australia, New Zealand, and other new countries, puss other 
needed Immigration Iegislntion nlon~ the lines of the Immigration 
Commission's suggestions, and do not pass any legislation looklng to 
the diversion and distribution of the kind of alien populatioa that is 
now congcstln~ the J:fortheastern cities and causing so many evils 
there; and be it further 

Rcsolt:ed, That a certified copy of this resolution be sent by the 
Secretary of the Senate at once to the President of the United Stutes, 
to our two United States Senators, nnrl each of our Representatives at 
Washington, D. C., with the request that it be presented to Con~rcss 
and properly referred. 

Adopted February 7, l!Hl. 
N. IlaxTEn, Jr., 

Speal:.er of tllc Senate. 
A. M. LEACII, 

Speaker of the House of Represe1ltat£ves. 
.Approved, Februo.ry 0, 1011. 

Blil::-< W. HoOPEn, G-Overnoi·. 
I, W. D. Scruggs, chief clerk of the senate, hereby certify that this 

is a true and correct copy of senate joint resolution No. 27, adopted 
February 7, l!Jll. 

. W. D . SCRUGGS, 
Chief Cler!• of the Senate. 

l\Ir. TAYLOR presented a petition of Local Branch Sons of 
the Ilevolution, of l\Iempllis, Tenn., praying for the enactment 
of legislation providing for a compilation for publication of the 
military and na\nl records of tbe Revolutionary War, which 
was referred to the Committee on l\lilitary .Affnirs. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens and business 
firms of l\iemphis, Tenn., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the dealing in cotton futures, etc., 
which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a joint r esolution adopted by the Legisla
ture of the State of Tennessee, praying fo1' the adoption of an 
amendment to the Constitution prohibiting polygamy, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Maine presented memorials of Cascade 
Grange, No. !)2, of Oakland; Aroostook County Pomona Grange, 
No. 7; Local Grange No. 165, of Perham; Highland Grange, 
No. 364, of North Penobscot; Schoocllc Grange, No. 420, of 
Franklin; and of Silver Lake Grange, No. 327, of Weeks :Mills, 
all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Maine, remon
strating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade 
agreement between tho United States and Canada, which were 
referred to the Oommittee on Finance. 

Ho also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Waterville, 
Mc., praying for the ratification of the proposed treaty of arbi
tration between the United States and Great Britain, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gardiner, 
I\fc., praying for tho establishment of n nationnl department 
of public health, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Health and Kationnl Quarantine. 

Mr. MAH.TINE of New Jersey presented memorio.ls of Rock
town Grange, No. 8, of Burlington; .Millstone Ynlley Grange, No. 
16!:>; Ilnncocns Grange, No. 34.u; l\Iullicu Hill Grange, No. 51; and 
Somerset Grange, No. 7, all of the £n.trons of Ilusbnndry, in the 
State of New Jersey, remonstratjng against the enactment of 
legislation to regulate the sale ancl. trnnsportn.tiou of foods in cold 
storage, which wcro referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

He also presented n. petition of Local Grnnge No. 169, Patrons 
of Ilnsbnndry, of Millstone, N. J., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the present oleomargarine Jaw, which 
was referred to tlie Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of the Emerald Clnb, of Eliza
beth; of tho Ancient Order of HilJernians of Elizabeth; of 
Robert Fischer, of Paterson; and of l\L .A. l\Icl'\Iahon, of Pater
son, all in the State of New Jersey, remorn;trnting against tho 
ratification of tile proposed trcn.ty of arbitration between the 
United States ancl Great Britain, which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relation~. 
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He also presented the petition of Maxcy Applegate, of Free

llolcl, N. J., praying for the ratification of the proposed recipro
cal tracle agreement uetwcen the United States and Canada, 
'Yllid1 was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a l)etition of tbe congregation of the Clare
mont Presbyterian Churcll, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for 
tlle enactment of legislation to prohibit tbo interstate trans
mission of rncc-gnmlJling bets, etc., wllicll was referred to tile 
Committee 011 the Juclicinry. 

He nlso presente<J_ a petition of Local Grange, P:.1trous of 
Husbandry, of Millstone, N. J., and a petition of sundry citi:r.cns 
of Salem nnd Hasbrouck IIeigllts, N. J., vraying for the passage 
of the so-called parcels-post bill, which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Johnsonburg Grange, No. 1S9; 
Monmouth Grange, No. 92; Ceclanille Grange, No. 34; Burling
ton Grange, No. 150; Lincoln Grange, No. 136, Westwood; To
waco Grange, No. 194; Moravian Grange, Hope; Hamilton 
Grange, No. 79, all of the Patrons of Husln:i.ndry, and of sundry 
citizens of Jersey City, Ridgewood, l\1urray Hill, Paterson, Ho
boken, Cranford, and Weehawken, all in the State o-f New 
Jersey, remonstrating against the ratification of tile proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement betweeu the United States and Can
ada, which were referred to the Committee on Finn.nee. 

He also presented petitions of Ule congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church, of Newark; of Mountain View Council, of 
Wayne; of Anthony Wayne Council, of New~rk; of Friendship 
Coll)lcil, No. 81, of New Market, of the Junior Order United 
American Mechanics; of Washington Camp, No. 79, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, of Frenchtown; and of sundry citizens 
of Metuchen, North Long Branch, and Plainville, all in the 
State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
further restrict immigration, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

Ile also presented the petition of Lieut. Col. George L. For
man and officers of the Second New Jersey Infantry, National 
Guard, praying for the enactment of legislation granting pay to 
certain officers of the National Guard, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Columbia 
Heights Citizens' Association of the District of Columbia, pray
ing for the- establishment of an inebriate hospital in the Dis
trict, which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Tilton, 
Errol, Mason, Milan, West Concord, Weare, Boscawen, Nor
walk, Atkinson, and Canaan, and of Local Grunge, Patrons of 
Bu~bandry, of New London, all in the State of New Hampshire, 
remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal 
trade agre.ement between the United States and Canada, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented memorials of J. E. Baer, 0. A. 
Harris, Jacob W. Metzger, Harmon S. Mosher, John W. Masher, 
0. B. Creager, L. C. Mosller, and J. E. Burd, of Columbia City, 
·Ind. ; of the Indianapolis Brush & Broom Manufacturing Co., 
of Indianapolis, Ind.; and of Local Grange No. 2142, Patrons of 
Huslmndry, of Seymour, Ind., remonstrating against the ratifi
cation of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

Mr. YOUNG presented a petition of the :Montgomery County 
Medical Society, of Red Oak, Iowa, praying for the establish
ment of a national department of public health, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Public Health and National Quaran
tine. 

He also presented memorials of the Troy Agricultural Club, 
of Eagle Grove; of White Prairie Grange, No. 2039, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Wilton Junction; and of sundry citizens of 
·Nemaha and Corwith, in the State of Iowa, remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade. agree
·ment between the United States and Canada, which were re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

l\Ir. McLEAN presented a memorial of H. & T. McCluskey & 
Sons, of New Hnvcn, Conn., remonstrating against the ratifica
tion of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States an<1 Canada, which was referred to the Commit
tee on Finance. 

He also vresented petitions of 200 citizens of Stamford, Green
wiClll, Norwalk, South Norwalk, and Darien, all in the State of 
Connecticut, p:raying for the establishment of a national de
partment of public health, wllich were referred to the Committee 
on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also presented petitions of Good Will Grange, of Glaston
bury; Local Grange of Columbia; Local Grange of Suffield; 
Waugumbaug Grange, of South Coventry; and Local Grange of 

Somers, all of the Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Con
necticut, praying for the passage of the s.o-called parcels-post 
bill, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

1\Ir. WETMORE presented a petition of sundry members of 
tlle Grund Army of the Republic, Headquarters Department of 
Ilhode Islancl, prayin~ for the enactment of legislation p'!.'OTid
ing for n. proposecl increase in the Army and Nn \y, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

l\Ir. "'.A.HREX. I have numerous telegrams in the nature 
of petitions from State associntions, county associations, and 
business associations with reference to a proposed cha.nge in 
t:lriff Echedule K. 1-'hey are in the nature of requests that a 
vostponement may be hall of the consideration of that subject 
until the 'l'a.riff Board has been lleard from, with a full report 
on tll:it industry. It is understood that the Tariff Board is now 
engaged in iln-estigating woolgrowing and -wool manufacturing, 
ha,·e been so engaged for some months, a.nu will be so engaged 
for some little time to come. 

As I do not wish unduly to encumber the IlECORD I ask that 
one from a State association, a very short one, and one from a 
county association may be printed in the RECORD, and the others 
simply noted in the RECORD as such petitions are usually noted. 

There being no objection, the petitions indicated by Mr. 
WARREN were ordered to be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows : 

Dm;nm, COLO., April 10, DH 
Hon Fll.Axc1s E. W Amrnx, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. O. 
On behalf of the woolgrowers of Wyoming I vij.!orously protest 

against any change being made in schedule K until the Nationnl 
•ruriff Commission reports in full. Reciprocal and tariff agitation has 
caused an irreparable injury to all industries of the West and wo 
demand that our interest be not further unjustly assailed. 

J. A . DEFELDER, 
Presiclcn.t Wyoming Wool Groicers .Association.. 

Senator F . E. W.annEx, 
Washington, D. O. 

ROCK SPRI~GS, WYO., A.priZ 1JJ, 1911. 

Forty members of our association trust that you be given renewed 
strength and vigor to combat successfully any attempt to reduce the 
tariff on wool. The results of previous experience with tariff redue
tlon even one cent lower than it is now has proved on trinl to be 
insufficient to presen-e the sheep industry, and that when the growing 
of wool cost at least one-fourth less than it docs now. We pray that 
justice may prevail that we may live. 

SWEETWA'.l.'ER Cou~Y WOOL GROWEilS ASSOCIATIOX. 

l\Ir. WARREN presented memorials of Lewis Darker, Wyo
ming sheep commissioner, central district; Hon. F. S. King, 
sheep commissioner, northern district; J. J. Bentley, sheep com
missioner, northern district; J. S. Atherly, secretary-treasurer, 
board of sheep commissioners; Boyer Bros., of 'Vamsutter; 
John Piggett, of Lander ; Robert Pollock, C. H. Jenkins, George 
IInrtman, Spalding & Soule, Chris Lkine, Joe Lane, James Mc
Gibbon Sons, A. W. Augspurgur, A. R. Peters, Fluke Hall, Ashley 
Hall, William Speil, W. W. Bowers, J. D. Naffyiger, Albany 
County Sheep & Wool Growers' Association, Elmer Lapash, 
Ward Ash, Barin Land Cattle Co., Jane Stoddart, W.W. Owen, 
Frank Prager, Alex Bowie, El. J. Bell, Davis & Thomas, Otto 
Gramm, A. L. Hall, Charles Hull, James Atkinson, sr., William 
Atkinson, James Atkinson, jr., Theo V. Tregoning, Bert Hess, 
John Innes, F. L. King Bros. Co., Swan Land Cattle Co., Lara
mie Development Co., Running Water Ranch Co., Toltec Live
stock Co., Riverside Land Stock Co., :M:ilbrook Land & Lin.! 
Stock Co., H. U. Small, and Oscar Sodcgrecn, of Laramie, nll in 
the State of Wyoming, remonstrating against any change being 
made in Schedule K of the present tariff law until the Tariff 
Board makes its report and the report is duly considered, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

l\Ir. STEPHENSON presented a petition of the State ..lsso
cfation of Creamery Owners and Managers, of Wisconsin, pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the sale and 
transportation of foods in cold storage, which was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Glen 
Flora, Wis., remonstrating against the repeal of the present 
oleomargarine law, which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture ancl Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Hiles, 
Wis., remonstrating against tile rntificntion of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and Can
ada, which was referred to the Committee ou Finance. 

He p.lso presented a petition of George D. Eggleston Post, 
No. 133, Department of Wisconsin, Grand Army of tlle Republic, 
of Appleton, Wis., praying for the passage of the so-called old
age pension bill, which was referreu to tile Committee on Pen
sions. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kaukaunee, 
Wis., praying for the passage of tlle so-called parcels post bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. . 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented memorials of the farmers' clubs of 
Sand Beach ; Odessa ; Berrien Center ; Adrian ; Harbor Beach ; 
Ferry; Mount Pleasant; Ionia; White Pigeon; York Township, 
Washtenaw County; Victor Township, Clinton County; Grant; 
Holloway; Goodland Township, Lapeer County; Downgiac; and 
Plainwell; and of Kates Bay Grange, No. 1367; Cavanaugh 
Lake Grange, No. 098; Lincoln Grange; Branch County Po
mona Grange, No. 22; Batavia Grange, No. 05; Greenwood 
Grange, No. 1217; Chippewa County Grange, No. 66; l\fason 
Grange, No. 265; Studley Grange, No. 1174; Leelanau Grange, 
No. 1556; Gilead Grange, No. 400; Sitka Grange, No. 8Gl; 
Brady Grange, No. 61; and Liberty Grange, of the Patrons of 
Husbandry, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against 
the ratification of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement be
tween the United States and Canada, which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LORIMER presented memorials of Pomona Grange, No. 
35, of Peoria County; of Charter Oak Grange, No. 1685, of 
Peoria; and of .Alta Grange, No. 1350, of .Alta, all of the Patrons 
of Husbandry; and of the Trades and Labor Assembly, of 
Quincy, and sundry citizens of McLean County, and Dunlap, all 
in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the United 
States and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Bala
ton, Minn., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal trade agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CRANE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying for the establishment of a national department 
of public health, which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Health and National Quarantine. 

Mr. PAGE presented a memorial of Local Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Fair Haven, Vt., and a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Bellows Falls, Vt., remonstrating against the rati
fication of the proposed reciprocal trade agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

JOINT CO:J\HUTTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 

Mr. GAMBLE. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back favorably, 
without amendment, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) to create 
a joint committee to continue the consideration of the revision 
and codification of the laws of the United States. I call the 
attention of the senior Senator from Idaho [Mr. liEYDUBN] to 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. HEYBUR.1. T. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It provides 
for the appointment of a special joint committee, consisting of 
five Senators, to be appointed by the Vice President from Mem
bers of the Sixty-second Congress, and five Members 'Qf the 
House of Representatives, to be appointed by the Speaker from 
the Members of the Sixty-second Congress, to examine, con
sider, and submit to Congress recommendations upon the revi
sion and codification of laws reported by the Statutory Revision 
Commission, heretofore authorized to revise and codify the laws 
of the United States, including all laws of a general nature, 
permanent in character, passed since the submission to Con
gress, on December 15, 1906, of the final report of said com
mission; and that the joint committee be authorized to sit 
during the recess of Congress and to employ necessary assist
ants, to order such printing and binding done as may be required 
in the b·ansaction of its business, and to incur such expenses 
as may be deemed necessary, all such expense to be paid in equal 
proportions from the contingent funds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIO~AL LABORER IN THE STATIONERY BOOM. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which 
was referred the following resolution (S. Res. 8) submitted by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN] on the 6th instant: 

Resolved, Thnt the Secretnry of the Senate be, and he hereby ·ls, 
authorized to employ an additional laborer in the Senate stationery 

room at the rate of $720 per annum, to be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate until otherwise provided for-

to report it favorably, and I call the attention of the Senator 
from Virginia to it. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

BILLS .A.ND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 
A bill (S. 746) providing for the payment of certain land 

claims; to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
A bill (S. 747) to locate, map, and mark field of battle fought 

near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864, to construct 
driveways, etc., and make an appropriation for same; 

A bill (S. 748) granting an honorable discharge and back 
pay to William C. Chandler; 

A bill (S. 749) to correct the military record of Thomas Y. 
Patton; 

A bill ( S. 750) to remove the charge of desertion resting 
against Benjamin H. Frisbie and to grant him an honorable 
discharge; 

A bill ( S. 751) to remove the charge of desertion standing 
against William M. Cox (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 752) to establish a national military park at the 
battlefield of Stone River; and 

A bill (S. 753) establishing the Franklin National Military 
Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 754) for the relief of M. E. Hall and the estate o.f 
James B. Hall, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to John W. Sturm; 
A bill (S. 75G) granting an increase of pension to Ollie M. 

Croghan; 
A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

A. Yates; 
A bill ( S. 758) granting an increase of pension to James A. 

RusselJ; 
A bill ( S. 759) granting an increase of pension to John T. 

Phillips; 
A bill (S. 7GO) granting an increase of pension to Walter 

Moore; 
A bill ( S. 761) granting a pension to Mary McCloud ; 
A. bill ( S. 762) granting a pension to Joseph Owen Dennison; 
A bill ( S. 7G3) granting a pension to Robert ID. Taber ; 
A bill ( S. 764) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 
A bill ( S. 7G5) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

H. "Xorman; 
A bill (S. 7G6) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

,Laws; 
A bill (S. 767) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 

Webster; 
A bill ( S. 768) granting a pension to Tide Owens; 
A. bill ( S. 769) granting a pension to Martha A. Connor; 
A bill ( S. 770) granting a pension to Elihu Messer; 
A bill (S. 771) granting an increase of pension to Lottie J. 

Lewis; 
A bill (S. 772) granting a pension to Georgia B. Snapp; 
A bill ( S. 773) granting a pension to Israel W. Bennett; 
A bill (S. 774) granting a pension to Elza Houston; 
A bill ( S. 775) granting a pension to William A. Hamilton; 
A bill (S. 776) granting an increase of pension to Walter 

Moore; 
A bill ( S. 777) granting a pension to Thomas McOavan; 
A bill ( S. 778) granting a pension to Christopher H. Di pp re; 
A bill ( S. 779) granting a pension to David O. Bowman ; 
A bill ( S. 780) increasing the rate of pension to all soldiers 

nnd sailors of the War with :Mexico and the widows of such 
soldiers and sailors; 

A. bill (S. 781) granting an increase of pension to John N. 
Cooter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 782) granting a pension to Michael Grace (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 783) granting a pension to John A. Estep (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: . 
A bill ( S. 784) to appropriate a portion of the proceeds aris

ing from the sale of public lands in Oklahoma for the construc
tion of public highways and for other purposes ; to the Com
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

. ( 
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A bill ( S. 785) granting an increase -0f pension to Elias 
Cleveland ; and 

A bill ( S. 786) grn.n ting an increase of pension to Joel Good
rick (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By 1\Ir. WATS ON: 
A bill ( S. 787) granting a pension to Lucinda Skidmore; 
A bill (S. 788) granting nn increase of pension to Benjamin 

· F. Reed; 
A bill ( S. 789) granting an increase of pension to Santford 

Vincent; 
A bill ( S. 790) granting an increase of pension to W. D. 

Taylor; 
A bill (S. 701) granting an increase of pension to .Anary 

Toothman; 
A bill ( S. 702) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Spencer; 
A bill ( S. 703) granting an increase of pension to Eunice M. 

Lemley; 
A bill ( S. 794) granting a pension to Leslie Harding; 
A bill (S. 705) granting a pension to Ebb Workman; • 
A bill (S. 796) granting an increase of pension to William J. 

Davis; 
A bill ( S. 797) granting an increase of pension to David 

Cain; 
A bill ( S. 7D8) granting an increase of pension to .Amos Hoy; 
A bill ( S. 799) granting a pension to Rebecca Strouther; 
A bill ( S. 800) granting an increase of pension to John Boler; 
A bill ( S. 801) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Chadock; 
A bill ( S. 802) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

,\V. Barnes ; 
. A bill ( S. 803) granting a pension to .Andrew P. Crumley; 

A bill ( S. 804) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 
Whiteman; 

A bill (-S. 805) granting an increase of pension to Andy 
Phillips; 

A bill ( S. 806) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Staton; 

A bill (S. 807) granting an increase of pension to James Mc
Connell; 

A bill ( S. 808) granting an increase of pension to Hiram S. 
Shahan; 

A bill ( S. 809) granting a pension to George W. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 810) granting an increase of pension to Bernard F. 

Morrow; 
A bill (S. 811) granting an increase of pension to David C. 

Morgan ; and 
A bill ( S. 812) granting an increase of pension to John R. Tol

bert; to tbe Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 813) to correct the military record of David N. 

Kinkead; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By .Mr. JOHNSON of :Maine: 
A bill (S. 814) granting a pension to Georgie A. Fifield (with 

accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SW ANSON: 
A bill ( S. 815) granting a pension to Thomas Allen; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
Ily Mr. GALLINGER: 
A bill (S. 816) to provide for plans and specifications for two 

high schools in the District of Columbia (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 817) appropriating $25,000 for the repair of the 
wooden warship Portsmouth; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Ily Mr. CULLOM: 
A bill ( S. 818) granting an increase of pension to Barlow 

A. McCoy; 
A bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to Wllllam 

Daber; and 
A bill ( S. 820) granting an increase of pension to Chastina 

E. Hawley; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DU PONT: 
A bill ( S. 821) for the relief of Simon Bollinger; and 
A bill ( S. 822) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin s. 

Roberts; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 823) granting an increase of pension to Frances 

Doherty; 
A bill (S. 824) granting an increase of pension to Louisa A. 

Thatcher ; and . 
A bill ( S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

Trusty; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. McOUMBER : 
A bill ( S. 82G) for the relief of Clement .A. Lounsberry; and 
A bill ( S. 827) for the relief of Isaac L. Reese; to the Com-

mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 828) granting an increase of pension to John ~ 
Hunt; 

A bill (S. 829) granting an increase of pension to Joseph N. 
Baker; 

A bill ( S. 830) granting an increase of pension to Seward 
Newtson (with accompanying papers); 

.A. bill (S. 831) granting an increase of pension to Hardy H. 
La Due (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill ( S. 832) granting an increase of pension to .Adelbert 
E. Bliss (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OHAMBERLAIN: 
.A bill ( S. 833) for the relief of the State of Oregon; 
A bill (S. 834) for the relief of the State of Oregon; 
A bill ( S. 835) fOT the relief of Thomas Coyle and Bridget 

Coyle and their legal representatives; 
A bill ( S. 836) for the relief of Joel J. Parker; and 
A bill ( S. 837) to reimburse the officers and crew of the light

house tender Manzanita for personal-property losses sustained 
by them on the foundering of thu t tender October 6, 1905 ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 838) to correct the military record of David R. B. 
Winniford; :ind 

A bill (S. 830) for the relief of Andrew Jackson Rand (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 840) granting a pension to Philip C. Elbert (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill ( S. 841) granting increase of pensions tQ survi"rnrs of 
the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 181)2, and June 27, · 
1902; ancl 

.A bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Le Claire H. Emns 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions . 

By Mr. BRIGGS : 
.A bill ( S. 843) for the relief of the heirs of Marianne Sainte 

Ana Schrcpper; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
By l\fr. CUMMINS : 
A bill (S. 844) to extend the free transmission through the 

mails of official mail matter of tbe Organized Militia of the 
.several States; 

A bill ( S. 84.5) to increase the efficiency of the Army and the 
Organized Militia. of the United States; and 

A bill ( S. 84G) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of William .M. Carroll (with accompanying 
papers); to tlle Committee on MiUtary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 847) concerning baggage and excess baggage car
ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, 
and prescribing the duties of such common carriers in reference 
thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fixing 
the punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting laws; and 

A bill (S. 848) to promote the safety of tra\elers by limiting 
to 14-honr shifts the service of interstate employees in train 
service on interstate railroads and to provide for stated peri
ods of permitted rest for sucll employees; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

A bill ( S. 849) to a.mend section 1014 of the Re\ised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill ( S. 850) to amen.cl an act entitled "An act to legalize 
and establish a pontoon railway bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Prairie du Chien, and to authorize the construction 
of a slmilar bridge at or near Clinton, Iowa," approved June 
6, 1874; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 851) to change the name of Fort Place, from Sev
enteenth to Eighteenth Streets NE., to Irving Street; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

.A. bill (S. 852) for the relief of D. M. Rowland; and 
A bill ( S. 8133) for the relief of the estate of Silas F. Baker, 

deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 854) to require the National Monetary Commission 

to make fina.l report on or before December 4, 1911, and to re
peal sections 17, 18, and 19 of the act entitled "An act to amend 
the national banking laws," approved May 30, 1908, the repeal 
to take effect December 5, 11)11; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 855) to extend the provisions of the act of June 
27, 1902, entitled "An act to extend the provisions, limitations, 
and benefits of an act entitle<l 'An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusi\e, known 
as the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the Semi
nole War,' approved July 27, 1892 "; 

A bill (S. 856) granting pensions to soldiers, saUors, and 
marines confined in Confederate prisons; · 

A bill ( S. 857) granting an increase of pension to James Y. 
Kennedy; 
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A bill (S. 858) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Brown; 

A bill ( S. 850) granting an increase of pension to William 
Ilider · 

A bill ( S. SGO) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Palmer; 

A bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Bal
four· 

A bill (S. 862) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
.Williams; 

A bill ( S. 863) granting an increase of pension to l\filler C. 
Hunter; 

A bill (S. 864) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Firman; 

A bill (S. 8G5) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Martin; 

A bill ( S. 866) granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 
Coffman; 

A bill ( S. 867) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Graft; 

A bill (S. 868) granting an increase of pension to Joel Ames 
'(with accompanying papers) ; 
· A bill ( S. 86D) granting a pension to Archie S. Blackmer 
'(with accompanying papers) ; 
· A bill ( S. 870) granting an increase of pension to William 
Henry Cray (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill ( S. 871) granting an increase of pension to Robert B. 
Nicol (with accompan.ying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 872) granting an increase 9f pension to L. _W. 
Brattain (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill ( S. 873) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Coons (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

lly Mr. GAMBLE : 
A bill (S. 874) providing for the allotment of lands to certain 

members of the Ponca Tribe of Indians, and for other pur
poses; and 

A bill ( S. 875) for the relief of the Mission Farm Co., Peter 
,Volondra, and others; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 87G) to pro-..-irle for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Bellefourche, in the 
State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By 1Ur. TOWNSEND: 
A bill (S. 877) granting an increase of pension to Archie E . 

Booth; 
A bill ( S. 878) granting an increase of pension to William 

Deary; 
A bill ( S. 879) granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke; 
A bill ( S. 880) grantillg an increase of pension to Charles W. 

Rend; 
A bill ( S. 881) granting a pension to Fred M. Weeks; 
A bill ( S. 832) granting a pension to Catherine M. Rogers; 
A bill ( S. 8S3) granting an increase of pension to Francis 

Caux (with nccompanyiug papers) ; 
A bill (S. 8S4) granting :m increase of pension to Harvey L. 

Rose (with nccompnuying papers) ; 
A hill ( S. 885) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

1LarI-ins (with accompnnying papers) ; 
A bill ( S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Rodney 0. 

Hazen (with nccompanying papers) ; 
A bill ( S. 887) granting an increase of pension to George K. 

Smith (with accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 888) granting an increase of pension to Dorethey 

¥\.,.nsn.il (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J01'1ES : 
.A. bill ( S. 889) proYiding for the manner of making payment 

for water rights under tile reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and 
for oilier purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation and Recla
mation of Arid Lands. 

A !Jill (S. 890) to create a board to correct military records; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8Dl) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 
Rutter· 

A bn'1 ( S. 892) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Simmons ; and 

A bill ( S. 893) granting increase of pensions to survivors of 
the Indian wars under the acts of July 27, 1892, and June 27, 
1902; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BR.ADLEY : 
A bill ( S. 894) to carr~· out the findings of the Court of Claims 

in the claims of Kentucky drafted men; and 
A bill ( S. 895 ) for tlle relief of the Methodist Epjscopal 

Clrnrch of Louisa, Ky. ; to the 'Jom.mittBe on Claims. 

A bill (S. 806) to extend the provisions of the pension laws 
to officers and enlisted men of State militnry organizations who 
re;ndered military Eervice to the Union during the Wnr of the 
Rebellion, and to their widows, minor children, and dependeut 
parents; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEYBURN: 
.A. bill ( S. 807) for the relief of Alfred L. Dutton (with accom

panying paper ) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By l\fr. LORIMER: . 
A bill ( S. 898) for the relief of J ames W. Kingon ; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
A bill ( S. 800) to correct the military recor<l of John H . 

Fesenmeyer ; 
A bill ( S. !JOO) to amend the military record of Carlos Baker; 
A bill ( S. 901) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of John C. Whitten; 
A bill ( S. 902) to remove the cllarge of desertion from the 

military record of Lorenzo F. Brown; 
A bill ( S. 903) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

military record of Theodore Reichel: and 
A bill (S. 004) to amend the military record of Andrew W. 

Sears ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GRONNA: 
A bill ( S. 905) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 

of North Dakota; to the Committoe on Fisheries. 
A bill ( S. 906) to increase the compensation of rural mail 

carriers ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
By Mr. BRANDEGETIJ: 
A bill (S. 907) granting an increase of pension to J ohn 

.l\Ieellan; 
A bill ( S. 908) granting an increase of pension to Alburtus 

H. 1Yalker; 
A bill ( S. 009) granting an increase of pension to Philo S. 

Bartow; 
A hill (S. 910) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

1'1r11uc is ; 
A bill ( S. 911) granting an increase of i1ension to Alonzo C. 

:Xeff; 
A hill ( S. 912) granting an incre::ise of pension to Ella G. 

Crawford; 
A bill ( S. 913) granting an increase of pension to Louis 

Putoz; 
A bill ( S. 914) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Worthington ; 
A bill ( S. 915) granting an increase of peusion to Mary M. 

Hoxie; 
A bill (S. 91G) granting an increase of pension to Jerome A. 

Shirley; 
A bill (S. 917) granting an increase of pension to Hiram F . 

Chappell ; 
A bill ( S. 918) granting an increase of pension to Perry B. 

Johnson; 
A bill (S. 910) granting an increase of pension to William 

F . Jones; 
A bill ( S. 020) granting an increase of pension to William H . 

Bogue; 
A bill ( S. 921) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Frink; 
A bill ( S. 922) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

C. Payne; 
.A. bil1 (S. 923) grantiug an increase of pension to Jane Do 

Graw; 
A bill ( S. 924) granting an increase of pension to Virginia H . 

l\:Iorgan; 
A bill ( S. 925) granting an increase of pension to James 

Tucker; 
A bill ( S. 92G) granting an increase of pension to Ransfor<l 

P. Williams; 
A bill (S. 927) granting an increase of pension to Julia 

Adams; 
.A. bill ( S. 928) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 

Slleffield; 
A bill ( S. 929) granting an increase of pension to Ellen E. 

Payne; and 
A bill (S. 930) granting nn increase of pension to James N. 

King; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. YOUNG : . . 
A bill ( S. 931 ) granting an increase of pension to James TIJ. 

Houghland ; and 
A bill ( S. 932) granting an increase of pension· to Elias G. 

Moore; to the Committee on Pensions. 
.A. bill ( S. 033) for the relief of Charles Christian Melchert ; 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill CS. 034) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

Ouderkirk; 
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A bill ( S. 935) granting an increase of pension to Minnie A. A bill ( S. 969) for the relief of Beulah Primitive Baptist 

Curtis; and Church, of Johnston County, N. C.; and 
A bill ( S. 93G) granting a pension to Sarah A. Crawford; to A bill ( S. 970) for the relief of Spencer Etheredge, J. ID. 

the Committee on Pensions. Berry, and Charles Meekins, trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist 
· By l\1r. OLIVER: Church, of Roanoke Islnnd, N. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill ( S. 937) to regulate the rank of staff officers of the A bill ( S. 971) granting a· pension to Wiley S. Roberts (with 
. Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 938) for the relief of James Carter; to the Com- By Mr. CRANE: · 
mittee on Military Affairs. A bill (S. 972) granting an increase of pension to Charles S. 

A bill ( S. 939) granting a pension to Adele A. C. Wilson; to Page; to the Committee on Pensions. 
the Committee on Pensions. By :Mr. GORE: 

By Mr. WORKS: (By request.) A bill (S. 073) to amend an act entitled "An 
A bill (S. 040) granting to the city of Los Angeles certain act in relation to the Hot Springs Reservation in Arkansas"; 

rights of way . in, O\er, and through. cer~ain public lands. and to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
national forests in the State of Callforma; to the Committee A bill ( S. 974) to correct the military record of .Alonza Rich; and 
on Public Lands. A bill ( S. 975) to remove the charge of desertion against 

By Mr. BRISTOW: Elias Gibbs; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 941) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A bill (S. 97G) for the relief of the estate of Allen J. Mann, 

Reynolds (with accompanying papers) ; and . deceased; 
· A bill ( S. 942) granting an increase of pension to John H. A bill ( S. 077) for the relief of the heir of Allen J. l\fann, 
Cline; to the Committee on Pensions. sr., deceased; 
· By Mr. JOHNSTON of Alabama: A bill ( S. 978) for the relief of the heirs of Lisander John.-

A bill ( S. 943) to improve navigation on Black Warrior River, son, deceased; 
in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on Commerce. A bill (S. 979) for the relief of Elizabeth McLaughlin, heir 

By Mr. KERN: to William Hurley; 
A bill ( S. 944) to amend an act entitled "An act providing for A bill ( S. 980) for the relief of the heirs of Calep II. Stevens; 

publicity of contributions made for the purpose of influencing and 
elections at which Representatives in Congress are elected; to A bill (S. 981) for the relief of the heirs of W. T. Hundley; 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill ( S. 945) granting an increase of pension to Allen A bill ( s. , 982) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Turner (with accompanying papers) ; Dillingham; 
. A bill (S. 94G) granting an increase of pension to Robert H. A bill (S. 983) granting an incre~se of pension to Benjamin 
Keller ; R. Chisam ; 

A bill (S. 947) granting an increase of pension to Thornas ·M. A bill (S. 984) granting a pension to Esau Walker; 
Page (with accompanying papers) ; A bill (S. 985) granting an increase of pension to William 

A bill ( S. 948) granting an increase of pension to John M. McCln in; 
Perry-{with accompanying papers); . . A bill (S. 986) granting a pension to M. V. B. Chapman; 

A bill ( S. 949) granting an increase of pension to Michael A bill ( S. 987) granting a pension to Joseph D. Smith; 
Dolan (with accompanying papers) ; . A bill ( S. 988) granting a pension to Charles D. Belden; 

A bill ( S. 950) granting an increase of pension to Abram A bill ( s. 989) granting a pension to George M. Griffith; 
Ellis (with accompanying papers); A bill (S. 090) granting a pension to Aubrey P. Lawrence; 

A bill ( S. 951) granting an increase of pension to William and 
Leftrich (with accompanying papers) ; A bill ( S. 991) granting an increase of pension to Daniel T. 

A bill ( S. 952) granting nn increase of pension to Ilenry Clay Rose; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Campbell (with accompanying papers); and By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill ( S. 953) granting an increase of pension to Fl~tcher S. A bill ( s. 992) granting a pension to Francelia L. King; to 
Dewey (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on tlie Committee on Pensions. 
Pensions. · By Mr. GORE: 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (S. 993) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
A bill ( S. 954) to provide for the acquisition of a site on Brooks; 

which to erect a public building at Gilmer, Tex.; and A bill ( S. 994) granting an increase of pension to -William G. 
A bill ( S. 955) to provide for the extension of the post-office Downs; 

and courthouse building at Dallas, Tex., and for other pur- A bill ( S. 995) granting an increase of pension to Thomas :M. 
poses; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . Smith; and 

A bill ( S. 956) to require statements of facts and to provide A bill ( s. 996) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
for exceptions to rulings of courts in deportation cases; to the Potter; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Committee on the Judiciary. nv l\Ir. CHILTON: 

By 1\fr. CL.APP : A. bill ( S. 997) for the relief of lock mnsters, lockrnen, and 
A bill ( S. 957) relating to bills of lading; to the Committee other laborers and mechanics employed by the United States 

on Interstate Commerce. Government in the locks and darns of the Kanawha Ri\er in 
A bill ( S. 958) to amend the public-printing law; to the Com- West Virginia; to the Committee on Claims. 

rnittee on Printing. By ~Ir. SHIVELY: 
By l\Ir. OVERMAN: A bill ( S. 998) for the relief of Henry G. Roetzel and Paul 
A bill (S. 959) providing for the establishment of a term of Chipman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

the district court for the eastern district of North Carolina at Claims. 
Wilson N. C.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. By Mr. RAYNER: 

A bill ( S. 960) for the relief of Peter F. Pescud, jr., John S. A bill ( s. 909) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Pescud, Sue B. Craig, and ~follie I. Pescud, heirs at law of Schenkel (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Peter F. Pescud, deceased; Pensions. 

A bill (S. 9Gl) for the relief of the heirs at law of E. L. A bUl (S. 1000) for the relief of the heirs of William S. Shoe-
Shuford, decensed; maker, deceased (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 

A bill ( S. ,9G2) for the relief of the State of North Carolina; on Claims. 
A bill (S. 9G3) for the relief of the Presbyterian Church in By Mr. LODGE: 

Washington, N. C.; A bill ( S. 1001) to correct the military record of And1·ew 
A bill ( S. 9G4) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Floyd and grant him an honorable discharge (with accom-

Church South, in Washington, N. 0.; panying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 965) for the relief of the Catholic Church in Wash- A bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Pierce O'Connell; 

ington N. C.; A bill ( S. 1003) granting a pension to Evelina Sprngue; 
A bln ( S. D66) for the relief of the Zion African :Methodist A bill ( S. 1004) granting a pension to Osmond Ames (with 

Episcopal Church, of Beaufort, N. C.; accompanying paper); 
A bill (S. 9G7) for the relief of Grace Protestant Episcopal 1· A bill (S. 1005) granting an increase of pension to Laura 

Church of Plymouth, N. C.; Adam (with accompanying paper) ; . 
A bili ( S. 9G8) for the relief of Salem Methodist Episcopal A bill ( S. 1006) granting an increase of pension to Denis 

Church South, of Wayne County, N. 0.; McCloskey (with acc:ornpanying paper); 
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A bill ( S. 1007) granting an increase of pension to l\fary J. 
Bates (with accompanying papers) ; :ind. 

A bill (S. 100 ) grantin:; an increase of pension to John F . 
Walker (with accomp::mying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. ' 

A bill ( S. 1045) to correct the military record of Christopher 
L. Smith (with uccomp:rnying pur>cr) ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 10-16) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Cook (with accompanying papers) ; 

By Mr. NELSON : 
A bill (S. 1000) granting an increase 

Greene; 

A bill ( S. 1Q4:7) granting an increase of pension to Jol!n W . 
of pension to Mary O. Teel (with accompanying pafJCrs) ; 

A bill ( S. 1010) grunting an increase of pension to Kate 
Miller; 

A bill ( S. 1011) granting an incre!lsc of pension to Angella L . 
Shnw; 

A. bill (S. 1012) grunting nn increase of pension to Carrie 
En "'ber"' · and 

A. bill' ( S. 1013) granting an increase of pension to John 
McConnell; tp the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\fr. CLAPP : 
A bill (S. 1014) for the relief of the Ottawa Inc1ian Tribo o:f 

Blancha.rd Fork and Bouch de Eocuf; to the Committee on In
dian Affairs. 

.A. bill ( S. 1015) grunting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Sar"'cnt · 

A bill (S. 1048) granting nn incren sc of pension to George F . 
Pond (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1040) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Hunt; 

A bill ( S. 1050) granting a pension to Francis M. Hiil; 
A bill ( S. 1051) granting an increase of pension to Hubbaru 

D. Carr; 
A bill ( S . 10-2) granting an increase of pension to William 

A. Chapm::t!1; 
A.bill (f:). 10i33) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N . 

Johni:-on; 
.L bill ( S. 1054) granting an increase of pension to W . F . 

Hoffrnnn; nm1 
A bill (S. 1055) granting an increase of pen.slon to George W. 

Whnh~y; to the Committee on Pensions. 
., bill' ( s. 1016) granting an increase of pension to Minnie lly Mr. OVERMAN: 

B arnard; I .A joint r eEolution ( S. J. Res. 13) nuthorizin~ the appointment 
A bill ( S. 1017) granting a peJ?-Eion to Snrnh A. P r:rkins ; of n commission to ad.just and. settle ccrtnin chtims between the 
A bill (S. 1018) gr:rnting a pension to A11nn L. Frcr.n"!an: United States and the Slate of North Carolina ; to the Corn-
.A. bill ( S. 101!)) granting an incrense of pen~ion. to John . 1!1ittec on the Judiciary. 

Ho<lge; . STATUE m' THO:llA.S JEFFERSON • 
.A bill (S. 1020) granting an increase of pension to hlnry .Mr. B.ACO.N. )fr. President, r introduce a bill, which I nsk 

iWhitc; ' may be rend. and before :my uisposition is mnde of it, by refer-
A bill ( S. 1021) granting a pension to :l\Irs. Jolm Brown; once or otllerwise, I desire, with the pcnnission of the Senate, 
A bill (S. 1022) granting an increase of pension to Calvin to say u word.. 

[Iitt; The bill ( S. 74G) providing for the erection of a statue to 
A bill ( S. 1023) granting an increase of peasion to Arthur J . Thoreas Jefferson at Washington, D . C., was read the first time 

Powell (with accompanying paper) i by its title nud the second time at length , as follows: 
A bill ( S. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Nancy Ee it cnaotcd, etc., Thn.t a commission is her~!'>y crMted, to be com-

J ell.!less (with accompanying pnpcr) ; posed of the Secretary of St11t0. th<' chni.rm:rn of the Committee on the 
.A. bill ( S. 1025) granti.r!6 an increase of pension to Frederick I L!!J:ary of the Senate, nnd the cbf!irr.1an of the CommitClb on the 

Gunther (with Rccompanying paper) ; and Li!.irary of the House of Heprcsent:lti ·e:i. of the S!:o::ty-sccond Congress, 

l to select n. Rite on the public grounds in \.. h0. l.Jistric:t of Columhln for 11 
A bill ( S. 1026) bran ting n pension to Mary E . Seeley (with stn.tue of Thomas Jefferson, to ccst, c:>r;rnlet<>. not to exceed $100,000 ; 

accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. I a:1d, to procure plans and desl .~ns for th~ s1mr.. to I>e reported to Oon-
By l\Ir. BUR:l'.TH.A:M: : ! g7C'SS durin itA next session, the sum of $~.ooo is hereby appropriated 
..l. bill ( S. 10~7) granting an increase of pc!lsion to Joseph G. i cnt of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Marsh, alias Jo~ph Wright; ~ l\Ir. BACON. Mr. Presidl'nt, with tbe permission of the Sen-
A bill · ( s. 1028) granting an increase o.f pe.usion to Edson H. I ate I desire to make a s1w<t statement in regard to this matter. 

Webster; In the Fifty-eighth Co11~rcss, in pursuance of an amendment 
A bill (S. 1029) granting an increase of pension to snas H. ,. offered by myself, the sund.ry civil appropriation act contained 

A_yery : the following provision : 
\ b "ll ( S 1030) t' · f · t S"d F To cn:iblc n commission, whiC'h is hereby crcntcd, to be composed of 

.L I • grun mg an rncre:ise o pension o 1 ney · l the Secretary of !-ltn.tc, the ch:ilrmnn of the Committee on the Library 
Sanborn; 1 of the Senate, t..nd tbe chairman of the Committee on tho Library of 

_-\. l.>ill ( S. 1031) granting an increase of pension to Andrew j tile Hou~e of R<:prcs ntatlves of th11 Fifty-eighth Congress, to select u 
J ackson; · Rite on tl1e pu~lic t!rounds, in the District of Columbia for n stntuc of I Tflomns .Tcffe.::-l'QD, to cost complete not to c:xcccd $100,0-00, and to pro

~\. b lll (S. 1032) granting an increase of pension to Timothy cure plans antl de:.itrns for tbe same to be reported to Con,;ress (luring 
Covell , jr.; its next S\.'r.sion, $5,000. 

A bill (S. 1033) grunting an incre3se of pension to Charles E . The Senate will perceive that the hill which I llave intro-
.Young; duced this morning is in those identical words, witll simply the 

-~ hill ( S . 1034) granting nn increase of pension to John substitution of the Sixty-second Congrc~s instead of the Il'ifty-
'.Murphy ; and eighth Con~rezs. 

. hill ( S. 1035) grunting an increase of pension to John w. The sunclry civil approprintion bill of thnt year was passed 
Ct•1-rler; to the Committee on Pensions. with tha.t provision in it, nnc1 it passeU. tllc House, nnd was ap-

By Mr. FOSTER : pro1cd by the President and hccnn'!c n Jaw. The snl>scquent ill-
.A bill (S. 1033) for the relief of I. O. Johnson, jr.; to the · nc5s of the then Secretary of State, :Mr. Huy, and his death a 

Committee on Naval .A.ffairs. '. s.l:ort time thcrc:lftcr. causcU. a delny i:;1 the execution of that 
By :Mr. CURTIS : order of Congress, which fnc:t was corn:nunicated to Congress 
A bill ( s. 1037) to amend eection 5 of nn act entitled "An in a letter by the then Secretary of Sta.to, :Mr. RooT, now a 

net providing for an inspection of rn2nts for exportation, pro- llcmber of this body. I '\Vill read U10 letter of the then Sccre
hfuiting the importation of adulterated articles of food or tn.ry of Stnte, addressed to the Vice President, Charles W. 
drink, nnd authorizing the President to make proclnmation in Fairbanks: Dr.r.\nnm:-<T OF ST.\TE 
certain cases, and for other purposes"; to the Committee on ffashington, Mav 6,' taos. 
Fin:incc. Sm : I hnve hcen instruetccl by the cmnm:s!'.lio!l cre~ted by tl1c sundry 

A. bill ( S . 1033) for the relief of the lleirs of Simeon P . San- civil approprlnt!on act, approved .April 28, rno4, "to be composed of 
.,, ( 'th ) t 1. C · the Secrctnry ot State, the clmirman of the Committee on the Librarv 

dl u;.!0 WI accompanying pa.per ; o tue om!l11ttec on Claims. ot the Senate, and the chairm~a or 1.he Co:11mitteP. on the Library of 
A 1'ill (S. 10~0) for the reli.ef of Samuel B. ll0on (with ac- the Houi>::i of Representatives of the Flfty-eiillth Congress, to select n. 

conw. nyin"' r;ape::.-s) · site on the 1.mblic grounds in the District ot Columlli:l for n stntue of 
· · · (So 1"10) f ' ,_1. e]"~.P f J" J T 0 ( 'th ThomnA .Teff0rson • • "' nnd to procure ulnns ancl desii:rns, to be 

.r ~1111 · v or l-Lle r lt;.i. O .... son · ..ion~s Wl accom- I rC'portefl to Congress during- its next session,',. to rc;:>ort to the Senato 
panyrng paper) ; that action under the statute h:rn been delayed hy the illness nnd ue~th 

A bill (S. 1041) to correct the military record of James I of the late Secretary of State, Mr. IIA.y, hnt Hrnt the commission cu.s 
1 j secured the consent of ~fr. Augustus St. Gni;uens to make the dcsl~s 

['ul.v; for the proposr.u statue, which wlll be prPp:ueu as soo:i ns l\Ir. 'st. 
A !Jill ( S. 1042) to correct the military record of Samuel R . Gaudcns's healtll and previous engagements pe:.-mlt. The dcsli;ns will 

Mcon ·, _ be transmitted to Congress without any n>oidable delay therca!ter. 
A similnr report has been made to the Spcakc1· of the House of 

A. bill ( S. 1043) to correct the military record of James An- Representa.tiV-es. 
derson (rtith accornp:1nying paper) ; Respectfully submitted. 

A. bill ( S. 104.4) to correct ·tile military record of Franklin 
Bannon ; and 

ELIHU IlOOT, Oh.airman. 
Hon. C HARLES W. F.AIRDANKS, 

Prcsldent of the United States Senate. 
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l\fr. President, the ill health of the artist, St. Gaudens, which 

is spoken of in this 1communication by the then Secretary of 
State, continued, and be died without ever having completed 
his work. For that reason the order of Congress, as embodied 
in thnt statute, was not carried out. 

Wheh at a sul>sequent time it was tllought to again reYive 
the activities of tile commission, with a view to the completion 
of the work, it was ascertained that under a general provision 
of law, by reason of the lapse of time, the appropriation had 
lapsed and was no longer available. 

In view of that fact, at the last session of Congress I of
fered an amendment in the Senate to be proposed to the defi
ciency appropriation bill, which I have before me, reviving 
that appropriation. It is as follows : 

To carry out and make eITective the provision made in the act of 
April 28, 1004, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
tlle Government: To enable a commission, which is hereby created, 
to be composed of the Secretary of State, the chairman of the Com
mittee on the Library of the Senate, and the cbairm.an of the Committee 
on the Library of the House of Ilepresentatives, to select a site on the 
public grounds in the District of Columbia for a statue of Thomas 
Jetrerson to cost complete not to exceed $100,000, and to procure 
plans and designs for the same to be reported to the next Congress, 
~t>,000. 

That amendment was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, by that committee reported back favorably to the 
Senate, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations; it 
was favorably reported by the Committee on Appropriations, 
and was passed by the Senate at the last session as an amend
ment to the deficiency bill; and was in the er ..Jference after
wards taken out of the bill. That is the prese.Llt status. 

The bill which I have introduced, in view of the fact that 
• we will have no appropriation bills at the present session, 

is an independent bill, using the same language and making 
the same provision and the same appropriation as has already 
thus twice passed this body. I will repeat, it has been before 
the Appropriations Committee twice. It ilas passed the Senate 
twice. It has passed the House once. It has received the 
approval of the President in the past. 

l\fr. CULLOM rose. 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will let me continue before 

I submit to an interruption. 
Mr. President, it does seem to me that this is one man, while 

Ms fame is in no manner dependent upon it, to whose memory 
the Government should erect a statue in this Capital. He was 
the first President ever inaugurated in Washington. Thn.t, 
however, is a comparatively minor matter. He was the great 
apostle of a distinct body of governmental science and, in a 
measure, its author. As such he was the founder of a great 
political party which has continued without interruption for 
more than a hundred years. Aside from his great services in 
other regards during a long and memoral>le career, his name 
is indissolubly linked with two of the most important e-rents in 
the history of the United States. The late Senator Hoar, wbom 
it is always a pleasure for me to quote, once in the Senate said 
that Thomas Jefferson would forever pass through the halls and 
corridors of history with the Declaration of Independence in 
one hand and with the title deeds to the great Louisiana 
Purchase in the otller. 

Mr. President, this day is the one hundred and sixty-eighth 
anniversary of the birth of this great and illustrious man, and 
in view of that fact and the -further fact that it has alre:uly 
been considered by committees and has twice passed this body, 
I ask that tllere mny be nnnnimons consent that the bill be 
now paEsed to Hs third reading, ancl that action may be immedi · 
ately llnd upon it. 

Ur. GALLINGER. l\fr. President, I do not rise to object to 
the request, bnt I will call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia to the fact that in all similar bills providing for the 
erection of statues on the public grounds, we luwe excluded the 
grounds of the Capitol and of the Library of Congress. I nRk 
the Senator if he has any objection to having those words in
serted? 

l\fr. BACON. None whatever; though they were not in the 
previous enactments. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will move an amendment, inserting the 
words "excluding the Cnpitol Grounds and the grounds of the 
Library of Congress." I think it would be a misfortune to in
-va<le those grounds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senntor from Georgia bas in
troduced the bill and has 'asked unanimous consent for its pres
ent consideration. 

l\fr. BACON. I want to say, with the permission of the Sena
tor, as I do not know that he heard me, that this bill has al
ready been considered--

Mr. LODGE. I have listened attentively to every word the 
Senator bas said. 

1\fr. BACON. Very well; then I will not repeat.-
Mr. LODGE. I was merely going to say, l\Ir. President, that 

I entirely approye of the erection of a statue to Jefferson; 
there ought to hnve been one erected long ago; but I am also 
extremely anxious that there should be, and there ougllt to l>e, 
erected in this Capital a statue to another grent Americnn 
statesman who has never had a statue erected to his memory 
here, and that is Alexander Hamilton. Ile represented differ
ent views on the Constitution than those of l\1r. Jefferson, !Jut 
he did very great work in the organization of tlle Government. 
I have introduced a bill for the erection in this city of a statue 
to Hamilton's memory, which has gone to the Committee on the 
Library; and it seems to me that it is only reasonable tllat 
both bills should take the same course. I have no objection, if 
my bill can be added to it, to having the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Georgia passed by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I suggest that the Senator from 
Massachusetts make no condition of that kind. Let unanimous 
consent be granted for the consideration of tlle bill introduced 
by the Senator from Georgia, and then,· so far as I am concerned, 
a similar unanimous consent may be granted in the case of the 
bill introduced by the Senator from l\fassachusetts providing 
for the erection of a statue to Alexander Hamilton, but let us 
not impose a condition upon this unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not imposing any condition at all, l\Ir. 
President. 

l\fr. BACON. I want to echo what my friend from Texas 
says. I will most undoubtedly favor--

Mr. CULLOM. I wanted to say a moment ago, when I inter
rupted the Senator, that it seemed to me, under the circum
stances, thnt this bill ought to pass without any delay. 

Mr. BACON. It has twice passed the Senate . . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
:Mr. LODGE. One moment. I do not wish to object, but I 

do wish to secure action on the Hamilton bill. If action is 
taken on this bill, I will tllen offer the Hamilton bill and ask a. 
similnr priYilege for that, and I will make no objection to the 
consideration of the bill of the Senator from Georgia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I offer the amendment suggested by me 
a moment or two ago. 

Tile VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. After the words "District of Columbia," 

it is proposed to insert "exclusive of the Capitol Grounds and 
the grounds of the Library of Cougress." 

l\fr. BACON. I accept the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
STATUE OF ALEXANDER HAMILTON. 

l\Ir. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that tlle Committee 
on the Library be discharged from the further consideration of 
the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 8) authorizing the selection of a 
site and the erection of a statue of Alexander Hamilton in 
Wnshington, D. C., and that the joint resolution be now 
considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from l\Iassachusetts that the Committee on the 
Library be discbar,...ed from the further consideration of the 
joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the joint resolution be read, Ur. 
President. 

Tile VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is not yet before the Sen
ate for tile consideration of amendments. Is there objection to 
its present consideration? 

. . . Resolved, cto., That the chairmnn of the Committee on the Librnry 
Mr. LODGE. l\lr. Pre::;1<1ent, what IS the status of the bill of the Sennte, the chairmnn of the Committee of the Library of t!Je 

now? Rouse of Represcntntives, the Secretary of the Treasury, aijd the presi-
The VICE PRESIDENT. It has just been introduced and I d~nt and secretary of the Alexnnder H:-i.milto:i National Memorial Asso-

. . . _ . . . ' cm tlon are hereby created a commlss1on with power to select a site . unnmmons consent is asI~ed for its present consideration. upon the property belonging to the United States in tile city of Wash-
.Mr. LODGE. Has it not been referred to a committee? ington, other than the Capitol and Library grounds, for the erection of a 
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stutuo to Alexander Hamilton, am1 to have charge ot the erection of 
suicl statue, for which purpose $u0,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary in addition to the funds contributed by the Alexander Hamil
ton National Memorial Association1 is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treusm·y not othcnnse appropriated. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Tllere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, prcceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

:;)Ir. BACON. With the consent of the Senator from l\:fassa
clrnsetts, I suggest an amendment, to strike out "fifty " and in
sert "one hundred." 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President. 
Tl!e VICE PRESID~ T . The Senator from Georgin offers an 

nm2ndment, which will be stateu. 
The SECTIET~\RY. On page 1, line 12, before the word "thou

saud," it is proposed to strike out "fifty" and insert "one 
lnmcJred,'! so us to rend: 

For which purpose $100,000, or !":O much thereof as may be neces
£fi~".- in addition to tlle funds contributed by the Alexander Hamilton 
Na ti on al hlemnrin.l Association, is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri:i.te<l. 

hlr. STOl'\TE. ~.1r . PresiUcnt, I should like to ask the Senator 
f-rom Massachusetts to stntc, if he knows, what is the amount 
of the contribution m:ule by the .Alexander Hamilton National 
Memorin.l Association, referred to in the joint resolution? 

!\Ir. LODGE. I do not know the amount. The association 
has no large amount, though it hns raised a few thousand 
do1lnrs. 

Tlle VICFl PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. BACON]. 
Th~ amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 

:md the amendment was concurred in. 
Tl~e joint resolution wns ordered. to be engrossed for a third 

rending, rend the third time, and passed. 
PUilLIO DUTLDING AT Il.ll'ID CITY, S . DAK. 

Mr. CilA WFORD. On l\fonuay, through inadvertence, a bill 
got mixed up in my papers, and I introduced it. I refer to tlle 
bill ( S. 363) ti.) provide for the purchase of u site and the erec
tion of n public building theI;con at Rapid City, in the State of 
South Dakota. Inasmuch ns th_e Inst Congress acted upon the 
matter, I ruove that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill. 

Tlle motion was agreed to. 
Mr. OR.A WFORD. I .move that the bill be indefinitely post

poned. 
The motion was agreed to. 

LANDS ALONG ANACOSTIA RIVER. 

embraced in the schedule or schedules, all or a part of which ls sought 
to be amended or changed by the House bill, or unless such propose<l 
amendment is d ir ectly related to the subject matter of the House bill 
an cl is germane thereto.' " 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice will be· rec"'ived and lie 
on the table. 

COTTON SEIZURES. 

Mr. PERCY submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 14), 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to : 

R esolved., That ~50 copies of Senate Document No. 23, Forty-third 
Congress, second session. entitled " Report of the Actfug Secretary of· 
the '.frensury," be printed for the use of the Senate document room. 

ALASKA COAL-LAND CASES. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I desire to ask that the opinicn of the 
Uniteu States judge recently rendered in the .Alaska coal-land 
cases, a copy of which I send to ilie desk, be printed as a 
Senato document (S. Doc. 8) . 

The VICE PRESIDEl. ~T. Is there objection? 
Mr. BAILEY. · W1lnt is the document, Ur. President? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The opinion of the court in the 

Ab.ska coal-land cases. 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. It is tho first responsible opinion of o 

Unitccl States court on the .Al.n.sku coal-lnnd laws. 
l\fr. BAILEY. What court, Mr. President? 
Mr. HIUYBURN. It is the opinion of Judge Ranford of 

United States district court for the western district . of Wash
ington in tbe ninth drcui t. 

1''.!r. BAILEY. It is a district court opinion ancl not a cir· 
cui t court opinion? 

Mr. HEYBURN. The judge was sitting in a criminal cnse. 
Mr. B.A.ILEY. Then he was sitting as u district judge? 
Mr. HEYBURN. Yes. 
.M:r. BA.ILEY. I would not attach much importance to an 

opinion of tllat kind, but I nm not going to otrer any objection 
against prjnting it. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I .should like to my to the Senator, know
ing the situation intimately, thn.t Judge Hanford. is one of our 
old.est :rncl concededly one of our ablest lawyers on tho United 
States bench. Ho is a man of long -years of c::q1eriencc; he has 
gone very thoroughly into the question of the relation of coal 
land to the existing law. No other opinion even appro..'1.clling it 
in Yalue has been rendered lJy any court. Judge Hanford, of 
course, sits in the circuit court of apj)cals in tlle nintll circuit, 
filld his opinion, I think, would commend itself to the Sen:itot 
froru Te:s::as as being worthy of publication. 

Mr. BAILEY. Anyway it is worth printing, and I have nQ 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Tb.ere being no objection, the order 
to i1rint is entered. 

Mr. GALLINGER -submitted the following resolution ( s. Res. THE INITIATIVE AND IlEFEUEJ\-UUM. 

15), which was read :incl referred to the Committee on Printing : Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that next 
Resolved, That the letter from the Commissioners of the District of Thursday, after the conclusion of the morning business, I will, 

Coln.robin. transmitting the seco_nd report of Mr., IIugh T . Taggart, with the permission of the Senate, submit some remarks on the 
specutl counsel, C?n the, ownership f!f lan<ls and rip:i.rlan rights al~ng j initintive and referendum If the Senate shall not be in r:e-ssion 
the Ann.costia n1ve.r, m the Dlstnct of Columbia, be printed, with • . . · "' 
accompanying illustrations, ns a document. at that time, then I will do so on the .first day thereafter wllcn 

PnINTING FOR TIIE DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 

Mr. G.ALLINGITIR submitted the following r esolution ( S. Res. 
17) . which was read, consiclered by unanimous consent, and 
ngreed to : 

Reso lved, That authority is granted to pr int nnd bind, for the ns-e 
of the Co:nl'!littce on the District of Columbia, such po.pers and docu
ments ns may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects hereto
fore considered or to be considered by said committee durin~ the Sixty
second Congress. 

HE.illINGS DEFORE DISTIUO'I' COMMITTEE. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
10), which w:is rend an<l. referred to the Committee to .Audit 
.nntl Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate : 

j:c~10lvcd , That the Committ<X! on the District of Columbia, or nny 
snbcom:nittee thereof, be autllorizcd to send for persons and papers :mll 
to numinister oaths, _a nrl to employ !l stenographer to report such hear
in;;s us m:iy be ha<l m connection with U!ly subject which may be penu
in;:; before said committee; that the committee may sit during the ses
Eions or r ecesses of tlle Senate, and that the expense thereof be paid 
out of the contin;;cnt funcl of the Senate. 

_,\!fEHD"llE~TS TO TAJ!ITF DILLS. 

~Ir. CIDBIINS sub1~1itted the following notice : 
I·~ntiee is ginn that ut the next session of the Senate I will offer a 

resolution proposing n. cban:;e in the rules of the Senate as set forth 
in n CO DY of tbP. re~olution hereto attached : 

" i : csollJc!l, ';.'hat there be added as one of the st:i.ncling rules of the 
Sc:i:ite th~ followin.;. to wit : 

·· ''fl!nt no n11~c1~dmcnt to nny bill vas::;ed by the House, amcndin" 
Oi' c1·,·rn r.i1~µ: h:• ,t:;l'ncr::i.l application the import duties prescribed by 
c-xi. En~ ln.1...- . ::;lln.11 b~ m order or allowed in the Senate unless such 
prorrnscd amendment seeks to amend or cho.nge 11 pa.ragro.ph or item 

tl10 Senate is in session. 
.A.DJOURNUENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I r ise, Mr. President, to say that it wm 
bo impossible to make a report designating the committees of 
the Senate before some time next week, and for that re:i.:::;:m I 
move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. 

Tile motion was agreed to. 
llELATIONS WITH J APAN AND JIJEXICO. 

Mr. R.A.ThTER. Mr. President, it is proper for me to state at tho 
beginning of the remarks that I shall submit to the Senate upon 
tho subject indicated in the resolution thn.t it is not my purvose 
in any way to criticize the President in reference to the vosition 
that he has to.ken in connection with the troubl es in :i\fc~ico. I 
am sa.tisfied that whateyer 1Jc docs wm not only be ucccssnry nnu 
proper to be clone, but will, in his opini.on, be for tho best in
terests of the country. I lm ve arisen simply for tlle pur1102e of 
empbnsizing what ought to be familiar to c-veryone wllo is 
ncquninted with the hlstitutions of the land, and tlrn.t ifl that 
the doctrine known ns the Monroe doctrine is not in rolled 
in the Mexican sitt:.atlon in any way whatever. A great many 
persons of intelligence, nncl a number of journ:i1s nbly ediied., 
nre falling into the error of supposing tllat if tllerc slwn](l be 
any d.is:i.g1·eement between the United States nnu ::\Icxicn--v.-i1lch 
we all hope nud believe there ·will not be-thn t the ;,fon;:-oe doc
triu2 will form t11e basis of the controversy. I make the nHcr
tion that this is not true in nny aspect of the case. I do uot · 
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suppose that there is any subject that has been discussed before 
Congress to a greater extent than the subject that is designated 
as "the Monroe doctrine," and I have upon a number of occa
sions, both in the House and in the Senate, contributed to the 
literature upon the question, so that I really feel that I ought 
not to inflict even upon an attentirn and patient body any further 
comments or observations in connection therewith. What I will 
say, if it senes no other purpose, will at least relieve the public 
mind of a false impression that is rapiclly gaining ground, that 
whenever tllere is any controversy between the United States 
and any other country upon the American continent, the Monroe 
doctrine immediately and mysteriously springs into existence 
and calls for our assertion and vindication of the principles that 
it enunciates. 

One proposition I desire to make perfectly plain, and that is 
that we must not confuse or commingle in any degree the Mon
roe doctrine with the Roosevelt doctrine. During the reign 
of ex-President Roosevelt n lot of miscellaneous doctrines were 
launched upon the tide of time that were all called "The Mon
roe doctrine,'' but which, in point of fact, had no possible con
nection with it and were not related to it in any manner what
ever. 

The Roosevelt doctrine, properly defined, is the doctrine of 
the gentleman with the shillalah at Donnybrook Fair, "When
ever you see a llead, hit it." The ex-president once upon a tirue 
composed a brief treatise upon the Monroe doctrine. This is 
not the work in which he referred to the men who helped to 
frame that goycrnmcntal principle as " shifty doctrinaires, 
mediocre minds, and imbeciles." The treatise that I refer to 
is another publication, and it is extremely clifficult to procure 
a copy of it. They seem to have all disappeared, either by tllc 
public taking them or owing to the fact that the President him
self bought them all up, and thus withdrew them from public 
inspection. It is a treatise that the ex-President need not be 
ashamed of in any way, because he was writing about a subject 
that he knew all about, which was not always the case with ref
erence to numerous oilier subjects to which Ile has upon a great 
many occasions de\otecl his great talents and ability. A few 
years ago, a.nu long after this book was written, Mr. Roose,·elt 
announced his new doctrine that I have referred to, and which 
at the time pro\oked the criticism of every lawyer at the 
American bar who was at all con-versant with the principles of 
international law and amazed every statesman and diplomatic 
official in the civilized world. His doctrine was that in the 
event that any of the States upon the .American Continent re
fused, either from wantonness or inability, to perform their 
contractual obligations, that foreign nations, protecting their 
citizens who were creditors, could enforce the payment of those 
obligations through the instrumentality of war. 

When I came to the Senate this new doctrine struck me with 
such appalling terror that I could not resist the opportunity of 
endea•oring to controvert it to the best of my ability in an ad
dress delivered to this body. The inference that the ex-President 
drew, in a message that he sent to the Senate, was in connec
tion with the affairs of Santo Domingo, and he boldly and un
llesitatingly proclaimed that if Santo Domingo failed to pay her 
debts the Governments of Holland and of Belgium, repre
senting their citizens who were creditors, might collect those 
debts through the process of war, and that therefore the Monroe 
doctrine came into immediate operation, and the imperative duty 
devolved upon us to seize the custom receipts of Santo Domingo 
nnd divide them among her creditors in order to prevent the 
capture and occupation of Iler territory by foreign nations. I 
venture to say that a more grotesque interpretation of the Mon
roe doctrine was never incorporntecl in any message that C"fer 
issued from the Executh·e chamber. 

In pursuance of this mad policy-which if there had been a 
spark of life left in the bodies of Jefferson, or of Adams, or Mon
roe, would llave made them tremble in their graves-Mr. Roose
Yclt proc02ded to carry it into execution, and after he had taken 
possession of the customhouses of Santo Domingo and had col
lected their revenues and deposited them in a financial institu
tion in New York, he gaye the Senate the privilege of maintain
ing what he was plem:ed to call "the status quo" between the 
United States and Santo Domingo. 

l\Ir. President, such a status quo never existed upon all the 
pages of civilized or uncivilized history. I will not do myself 
the crcclit of claiming that ruy remarks at that time-during the 
course of which I cited an unbroken line of diplomatic and inter
national prececlents against tlic proposition contained in the 
message-had any influence whatever in making the ex-President 
modify the message a week or so afterwards, in which he denied 
that Ile ever meant to say that the failure to pay contractual 
ticbts n-as a justification for war. Of course, my contention 
was that the right to commence hostilities against a country 

never existed in a case of this sort, but was limited to cases 
where an unjustifiable trespass or tort wns committed against 
persons who were citizens of the complaining GoYernmeut, or 
where they were in some way deprived of their lil>erties or 
international rights, and the Government that hacl committed 
the crime persistently refused to make reparntion tllcrefor or 
was in such n condition that reparation coulc.1 not be obtained at 
the hands of its judicial system. 

Let us look for a moment at what sort of wars we wonlu have 
if the Roosevelt construction of the Momoc doctrine was to 
pren1il and was to be incorporated into our diplomatic code. 
We would have an interminable succession of bondholders Rnd 
stock-market wars. War, instead of being declared by Con
gress, could be practically declared by the banking syndicates 
of London, Paris, Amsterdam, and Berlin, represented by tlleir 
financial agents in .America, and we would become sponsors and 
guarantors for every bankrupt and impoverished government in 
Central or South .America. We have never yet been informed 
as to what amount of money was made out of the Santo 
Domingo settlement nor what was the price at which their 
bonds were sold before our intervention, and what was the 
price that the holders afterwards obtained for them in settle
ment of their claims, nor who was in the deal, nor who were the 
beneficiaries of our interference. 

I would like to ask, in this connection, what right have any 
of our citizens to engage in enterprises in these countries, 
charge them the most exorbitant and extortionate prices for 
the construction of public works, and then demand of tlle 
United States that it must nominate itself as a receiver over 
the revenues of the government that they have practically drhen 
into bankruptcy and liquidate its indebtedness? Where is 
there an intelligent person in the United States, who has studied 
the history and institutions of the country, who can draw the 
slighest parallel between this doctrine, first proclaimed by ~Ir. 
Roosevelt, and the doctrine that bears the name of ::\Ionroe, 
sustained by the names of Jefferson and of Madison and. of 
Adams? The despots of .Austria and of Russia and of Prussia, 
when they formed the Holy Alliance, wllatevcr else m::iy be mid 
of them, were not mercenaries or hirelings. When they ruet at 
A.ix la Chappelle and Laybach in conference they had but one 
object in view and that was to put an end to the system of 
representative government throughout the world, to destroy the 
liberty of the press, and to maintain the jure divino autocracies 
of Europe, and when Mr. Monroe wrote to Jefferson submitting 
the British proposals of Mr. Canning, and when Jefferson, on 
October 24, 1823, answered from Monticello: 

The question presented by the letters you hn.ve sent me is the most 
momentous which has ever been offered to my contemplation since that 
of independence. That made us a. Nation. This sets our compass and 
points the course which we are to steer through the ocean of time 
opening on us. 

Did he in his prophetic mind have the remotest conce11tion 
that this great charter of republican liberty which he was llelp
ing to frame was to be used by buccaneers and speculators and 
adventurers to oppress the commercial liberties of the Yery 
States whose personal liberties it wa.s supposed to guarantee? 
I will not sit here in silence, with folded arms, and permit this 
revolutionary principle which was formulated and promulgated 
overnight by Mr. Roosevelt to be lQlown by a.ny other name ex
cept the name of the illustrious individual who first concciYed 
it and put it into practical execution. I want to lift this cloud 
from around the brow of the rising generation. I want the 
students at our colleges and uni1'ersities to understand that 
when they are discussing this proposition they arc not discussing 
·ie Monroe doctrine or any corollary that flows from it in any 

manner whatever. Tlley are simply discussing a doctrine tllat 
has received practical recognition at the purlieus of American 
brokers and speculators who deal in South and Central AIDeri
can securities and at the gambling dens of Amsteruam bankers 
and foreign stock markets, and it is a. disgrace and a degnlll:1-
tion to connect this money-making enterprise with the imperish
able names that in tones that rang and reechoed throughout 
the world pledged forever the honor of this Republic to main
tain the blessings of liberty in every quarter and section of the 
Western Continent where despotism had ceased to hold its sway.' 

1Ve might let Mr. Roosevelt's doctrine rest where it is were it 
not for the fact that the ex-President has set some of tl10 schools 
of this country almost deranged upon the subject. He has per
>erted the history of the Nation to such an extent that e\ery 
dny in the year, in answer to innocent communications that I 
receive, I am using my best efforts to relieYe these youn~ minds 
of the false impressions and confusion with wllicll he has sur
rounded them. It is impossible for me to dictnte letters to all 
of the attendants at all of the schools in the United States toll
ing them not to pay nny attention to this new doctrine of the 
ex-President, and it is principally for this reason that I ·ha\e 
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arisen here to-day that I may say a few words that may pos
sibly reach some of the victims whose future ambition he has 
imperiled by his heretic utterances upon the subject. 

Let me read a few communications out of the many that I am 
receiving from some of these young men, for the purpose of 
illustrating the J:rn.voc and ruin that he has caused among the 
tender disciples- of his school. Here is one of the letters : 

Will you please tell me what stand, in your opinion, ex-President 
Roosevelt would take upon this l\fexican question if be bad a band in 
it? I am in a debate upon the subject, and I would like to have any 
of his speeches that you can send me. I will try to work my way 
out of it if I can just find out how he stands and how you stand. I 
am so fond of reading bis speeches and yours. They have the true 
ring in them, and they are very much alike. 

Poor boy. He really thought he was paying me a compliment. 
I read a second communication: 

Will you explain to me what connection the Monroe doctrine has 
with the c.ase in l\fexico? I have read Mr. Roosevelt's message on 
Santo Dommgo, but I am mixed up about it-

No wonder. 
What I would like to know is this : Suppose the Mexican people. 

~o~~~e~~!~eiheir Government into a monarchy, would we have a right 

This communication came just in time, and the question was 
a very intelligent and pertinent one. I sent this boy an obser
vation of Mr. Dana's in a note to Wheaton, which happened to 
be in direct response to his inquiry. As it is only a few lines 
and covers the exact point that I am discussing here to-day, I 
will read the extract : 

It has sometimes been assumed that the Monroe doctrine contained 
some declarations against any other than the democratic-republican 
institutions of this continent, however arising or introduced. The 
message will be searched in vain for anything of the kind. We were 
the first to recognize the imperial authority of Dom Pedro in Brazil and 
of Iturbide in Mexico; and more than half of the northern continent 
was un~er the scepters of · Great Britain and Russia ; and those de
pendencies would certainly be free to adopt what institutions they 
pleased In case of successful rebellion or of peaceful separation from 
their parent states. . 

The third, and last, communication that I will read is as 
follows: 

We have the Mexican question up for debate next week. 
like to know how does the Monroe doctrine get into it? 

So would I. 

would 

Did Mr. Roo~evelt pass any laws of Congress, when be was President 
on the subject? I would like to have your private opinion on the fol: 
lowing question: If Mr. Roosevelt was in charge of Mexico what do 
you think be would do with the United States? I am on the af
firmative. 

Then there is a postscript, as follows: 
Please send me Senator HETBURN's speech in which be said that 

the people who were in favor of electing United Statt>s Senators by the 
people could not spell his name, and most of them could not spell 
theit• own names. Also let me have Senator BOURNE'S speech, and 
kindly let me know whether Mr-. Roosevelt is a member of the new party 
that is now being made up. 

I hate selected these few communications from among hun
dreds of similar ones to show how students who are trying to 
familiarize themselves with the political history of the coun
try ha-ve hnd their minds per-vertcd and prostrated upon some 
of the great and imperishable principles that underlie our in
stitutions. I want now to announce to them in such unambig
uous terms that they can not be misunderstood, and which will 
perhaps obviate the necessity of my answering a number of 
communications in the future, that our present movement or 
manenvers in reference to Mexico have not the slightest rela
tion to or bearing upon the Monroe doctrine. I will again give 
them an extract from President Monroe's message, from which 
the doctrine receives its name, which practically carries the 
entire subject with it: 

In the wars of the European powers In matters relnting to them
selves we have never taken any part, nor does It comport with our 
policy so to do. • • • We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the 
amicable relations existing between the United States and those powers 
to declare that we should consider any attempt on their part to extend 
their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
peace and safety. With the existing colonies or dependencies of any 
European power we have not interfered, and shall not interfere. But 
with the Governments who have declared their Independence and main
tain it and whose independence we have, on great consideration and on 
just principles, acknowledged, we could not view any Interposition 
tfor the purpose of oppressing them or controlling In any manner their 
destin;y- by any European power in any other light than ns the mani
festation of an unfriendly disposition toward the United States. 

On March 25, 1825, l\Ir. Clay, who was then Secretary of 
State, transmitted to our minister at Mexico a communication, 
from which I quote the following lines : 

The political systems of the two continents are essentially different. 
Each bas an exclusive right to judge for itself what is best suited to 
its own condition and most likely to promote Its happiness, but neither 
bas a right to enforce upon the other the establishment of its peculiar 
system, and you will therefore urge upon the Government of Mexico the 
utlllty and expediency of asserting this principle on every proper occa
sion. 

On October 21, 1858, l\Ir. Cass, Secretary of State, sent to our 
minister at Spain a communication, from which I will also quoto 
a few lines, as follows : 

With respect to the causes of war between Spain and Mexico the 
United States have no concern and do not undertake to judge them. 
Nor do they claim to interpose in any hostility which may take place. 
Their policy of observation and interference is limited to the permanent 
subjugation of any portion of the territory of Mexico, or of any other 
American state, to any European power whatever. Tile American min
ister is authorized to say that the United States considered Mexico's 
freedom from foreign control to be essential to the true policy of the 
independent states of America, and that any attempt to subdue or bold 
possession of that country would be considered by the United States as 
an unfriendly act and would be firmly opposed by them. 

We all know what occurred with Mexico a little later on; and 
while I do not at all depend upon our action in that controversy 
as a precedent for what we ought to do if a similar occasion 
and emergency presented itself to-day, I want to read only a few 
lines of an instruction sent by Mr. Cass to Mr. Robert M. 
l\IcLane, who was then our minister to Mexico: 

While we do not deny the right of any other power to carry on 
hostile operation against Mexico for the redress of its grievances, we 
firmly object to Its holding possession of any part of that country or 
endeavoring by force to control its political destiny. This opposition to 
foreign interference is known to France, England, and Spain, as well as 
the determination of the United States to resist any such attempt by all 
the means in their power. 

And I will close references upon this point by reading a reso
lution passed by the House of Representatives, without dissent, 
on April 4, 1864, as follows : 

That the Congress of the United States are unwilling by silence to 
have the nations of the world under the Impression that they are in
different spectators of the deplorable events now transpiring in the 
Republic of Mexico, and they think fit to declare that it does not accord 
with the policy of the United States to acknowledge any monarchical 
government erected on the ruins of any republican government in 
America under the auspices of any European power. 

Now, while -volumes have been written upon the subject that 
I ha ye been discussing, I have read a sufficient number of 
extracts to satisfy anyone who has a grain of sense or intel
ligence in these United States of America that whatever tho 
Mexican situation may be, the Monroe doctrine, as such-what
ever the Roosevelt doctrine may be-does not at any point come 
in touch or contact with it, and that there is not now the re
motest danger-and there never will be, in my judgment-that 
any government on this earth will ever attempt to subvert the 
Republic of Mexico and upon her ruins erect monarchical 
institutions. 

It is said, however, that the property of American citizens 
may be in jeopardy and in danger in the Republic of Mexico, 
and that they are entitled to the protection of the United States. 
In explanation of this suggestion, I would state that the De· 
partment of State, presided over by the Secretary of .State, and 
not the Department of War, presided over by the Secretary of 
War, has jurisdiction and supervision over this matter. The 
State Department has adopted certain regulations upon this 
subject, and which are in the hands of our diplomatic officials, 
which must be strictly followed whenever a claim of a citizen 
of the United States for redress or indemnity may be diplo
matically presented to a foreign government. 

The Army of the United States is not an agency for the col
lection of private debts. I have no greater right, if I were a 
citizen of the United States living in Mexico, to call upon the 
Army of the United States to collect a claim either for redress 
or indemnity against the Government of Mexico than I would 
have a right to call upon the Militia of the State of Maryland 
to collect a sum of money that may be due me by the State 
upon public obligations. I am sure this is the opinion of the 
President. If any syndicate of mine owners, or any rubber 
companies, or Standard Oil interests should at any time suffer 
any injury to their possessions or acquisitions, they have no 
greater rights than the humblest individual whose property has 
been injured or destroyed. 

And I want, in this very connection, to quote a few lines from 
a. communication of Mr. Seward to our minister at Colombia 
upon this subject, sent to him in April, 18G6. In this communi-
cation Mr. Seward says: ' 

We are unfortunately too familiar with the complaints of the delay 
and the Inefficiency of the courts in the South American Republics. We 
must, however, continue to repose confidence In their independence 
and integrity, or we must take the broad gl'Ound that these States are 
like those of oriental semiclvilized countries-outside the pale within 
which the law of nations, as generally accepted by Christendom, is 
understood to ~overn. The people who go to these regions and en
counter great risks in the hope of getting rewards must be regarded 
as taking all the circumstances into consideration, and can not with 
reason ask their government to complain that they stand on a com
mon footing with native subjects in respect to the alleged wants of 
an able, prompt, and conscientious judiciary. We have not under
taken to supervise the arrangements of the whole world for litigation 
because American citizens voluntarily expose themselves to 1.Je con
cerned in their deficiencies. 
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Of course, Mr. President, I know full well tlrn.t if the liberty 

or tile personal rights of our citizens in Mexico OT anywhere else 
nre interfered with, or their property wantonly destroyed at ti;ie 
llunds of revolutionists or other forces, and the government m 
wllich the trouble occurs is either unwilling to protect them or 
has not the power to do so, that we need not stand idly by,. but 
that we have the right and it is our duty, to resort to various 
methods plainly recogr{ized by the usages of internatio~al law 
for the purpose of affording proper protection to the rights of 
our citizens. 

I come now, briefly, to a subject in connection with my re
marks that is of great interest to us, and that is the relation 
between the United States :md Japan, that seems to have been 
brought into prominence by the Mexican situation. . . 

I want to premise what I propose to say upon this subJect by 
the statement that it is my own positive conviction that there is 
no danger, presently or remotely, of any war between Japan and 
the United States. The United States certainly has no idea of 
even preparing the way for hostilities against Japan been.use 
there is no cause for such a procedure, and Japan has no griev
ance against or controversy with the United States that can not 
be amicably settled upon the field of peace. It is true that 
Japan might take certain steps with Mexico that would arouse 
our suspicion and perhaps furnish cause for investigation. I 
am not an idealist oT visionary in ,matters of this sort. But 
why these countries should go to war it is impossible for any 
ono to understand outside of military circles and inflammatory 
journalists. What is the ca.sus belli? The immigration ques
tion OT the school question in San Francisco? It is too absurd 
to contemplate that such a proposition that can be settled by 
treaty and the good sense of the American people should ever 
become the occasion for war. It is, however, boldly proclaimed 
that Japan wnnts to control the Pacific Oc~an from Capricorn 
to Cancer, and in time of war hold it against the world. How 
absolutely ludicrous is this proposition! I know the spirit of 
the Japanese people pretty well, and when I speak of the people 
of either country I am not speaking of the mob, but of the 
intelligence and patriotism of their representative elements. 

The people of Japan constitute a marvelous and courageous 
race. They have lately concluded a war in which they wore 
animated with a spirit of lofty heroism and daring valor and 
ambitious sacrifice hardly paralleled upon all the pages of his
tory, and they emerged from this war victorious in every battle 
upon the lnnd and on the sea. I am willing to admit that if 
Japan is entering into negotiations for coaling stations and 
bases for naval supplies for military purposes with Mexico that 
we ·are entitled to know what these negotiations arc. Congress 
is, however, without any information or evidence upon the sub
ject. This country would not ordinarily be entitled to know the 
secret treaties or alliances that other countries may make, but 
upon tlle part of l\f exico we would unquestionably be entitled 
to an explanation. 

I hnve no fear that history will repeat itself, or that any 
Government would attempt to imitate tJ;le example of Napoleon 
III, who through false pretenses and subterfuges sent an Aus
trian archduke to a Mexican throne simply to abandon him 
uf terwards to despair and d~a th. 

It is also stated that the situation at Guam is threatening 
and gives evidence of an intention on the part of Japan to pre
pare for hostilities. Guam is one of our princely volcanic pos
sessions in tho Pacific bequeathed to us by the Spanish War. 
It is one of the La.drone Islands, or " islands of thieves," thus 
named because when they were discovered the art of stealing 
from each other was the principal industry and delightful oc
cupation of their inhabitants. Guam is about u,000 miles west 
of San Francisco and about 1,342 miles from Yokohama. It 
was brought into captivity as a maritime prize by the American 
cruiser Charleston, which, with a single shot, leveled its formid
able battlements and took possession of this volcanic eruption 
in the name of the United States. The old Spanish governor, 
who had been there from time inimemorial, was under the im
pression that the Americans were saluting him and appeared 
upon tho deck of the ship to tender his apologies for not having 
any powder with which to return the compliment. He never 
discovered the terrible state of affairs until the Spanish colors 
were lowered from the parapet and the colors of the Union 
floated in .triumph ovor this priceless gem of the sea. 

Guam is a charming spot, and on~ of the most lustrous and 
brilliant jewels in our oriental galaxy. Its principal products 
are vipers, snakes, lizards, wild swine, rats, and castor oil, 
and ·if the island were put up at auction to-day, with all of the 
inhabitants in it, beyond its value as a military post, it would 
not bring a doUar and a half in any of the markets of tho 
world. It must not be lost sight of, however, .that Guam is the 
key to communication upon the Pacific Ocean and the relay 

point for cables to Manila~ Tokio, and San Francisco.. It is 
necessary to relay messages to Guam, because of ~he resistance 
which the submarine current encounters in its Journey from 
Honolulu, and if Japan ever came into possession of Guam we 
could be cut off from communication with the Philippines, 
except by way of the Azores and the Suez route, and thence to 
the Indian Ocean. · 

So far as I am concerned, I would not care, if we could bring 
our own citizens home whether we would be cut off to all 
eternity from any further communication with the Philippines. 
I would have permitted them to go long ago. Those of her 
inhabitants who are civilized, I would permit them to remail} 
civilized· those who are uncivilized, I would permit them to 
remain ~ncivilized. Perhaps they are happier when they a.re 
uncivilized than when they are civilized. I <lo not believe this 
Government is an institution for the feeble-minded nations of 
the earth. 

I shall not refer to the dreadful mistake we made in reference 
to the Philippines. All the pages of history, ancient, medieval, 
and modern do not record such a stupid and stupendous 
Munder. It' is said that Japan wanted these islands. :Kever 
on the face of the earth in the way that wo wanted them. 
What Japan might have desired was what we ought to lrn.vo 
been satisfied with, and that is a military base for war vessels 
ancl naval supplies and for con.ling stations, and what we 
ought to have done was to ha ye made the torm_s for S1;1Ch nn 
occupation and then sailed away in triumph, satisfied with the 
victory we had won. Docs anyone believe that Japan wo~ld 
have burdened herself with the government of the entire 
Philippine group or would have been willing to incur the out
lay necessary for that purpose? Our victory has been turned 
into a policy· of disaster and sacrifice. It is said that we can 
not part with them now. Why not? Could we no~ resen-o 
sufficient space upon this territory to give us a landing place 
for this great war that is looming up upon the horizon and 
illuminatino- the waters of the Pacific and tho lurid imagination 
of some of our great sea captains who, if this war is not 
hastened, may be upon the retired list before they will be ~
forded an opportunity of practicing their profession upon their 
fellow man? The only person that I know of who will perhaps 
object to this arrangement is the Sultan of Sulu, who is our 
principal subject in the Orient. It will be :t national calamity 
for us to lose this loyal Hegeman. He might some clay be a 
Senator of the United States; in fact, I think he ought to be one 
now. The question is whetller he would be willing to exchange 
his gilded manacles and his salary for liberty. It is true tlrn.t 
we have civilized him to some extent. When he became our 
captive ho was a -very pious and devout person, who spent all 
day Thursday praying in the mosque and the balance of the 
week he devoted to piracy, murder, and other gentle and re
spectable amusements. He was then . in P?Sses.sion of three 
kincls of wi...-es-thc first-class ones lived m his palace, the 
second schedule a.bided with their mother-in-law, and the third, 
indulging in a fluid decoction ti;at forms ono of the ~elight~ul 
bover::igcs of that ch::irming reg10n, spent most of their festrrn 
and hilarious hours in jail. 

Mr. President, I shall be glad when we can ring down the 
curtain upon ·this comedy and tragedy and when the whole per
formance shall end and this Government shall divest itself of 
a. possession that has been n curse and afiliction to us from the 
day that we tasted this forbidden fruit. 

As it is I suppose we must defend the Philippines as a 
matter of 'sentiment, and therefore it is of some importance 
to us to find out whether tho Government of Japan has under
taken to lay its own cable to Guam, because if it did so it simply 
ha<l no right to take this step without our consent. The la.~ of 
submarine cables between foreign Governments and the Umted 
Rtntes has been well established, and I desire to read. just a. few 
lines, to show what the law is upon the subject. On l\Iay 11, 
1897 there was an application by "The French Company of 
Tele:,.raphic Cables" for permission to lay a cable between 
BreEt and Cape Cod, and in answer to this request the State 
De1xlrtment replied as follows: 

It Is the expectation of the Federal Government that the French 
cable company will take no steps toward layin;; its proposed cable from 
Cape Cod without express authorization of the President or of Con
gress before which a bill was introduced which has not yet been 
enacted into law. If that company should, however, take action .in 
the manner proposed, it is proper to say that it would do so at its 
peril. 

And the Attorney Genera.I, sustaining the State Department, 
decided-

That the President hus the power, in . the absence of legislative en
actment to control the landing of foreign :::iubmarine cables. Ile may 
either p'revent the landing or permit it, ~f the ri~hts cntrnsted to his 
care so demand or permit it. If a Ian~mg bas been effected w1tho.ut 
the consent or against the protest of this Government, respect for its 



200 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. APRIL 13, 

rights and compliance with its terms may be enforced by applyln.g. the 
prohi1'ition to the operation of the line unless the necessary conilit1ons 
are accepted and observed. 

Urnler tlle usages and principles of international law Japan 
would clearly have no right to lay a cable to Guam or to any 
other possession or territory of the United States without our 
consent. I clo not believe that Japan has been guilty of this 
act, because its ad>isers and counsellors are men who are too 
well informed upon the principles of international usages to 
permit sucll an intrusion and violation to occur. 

I am therefore of the opinion, from what I have said, that 
there will ue no war-no war with Japan, no war with Mexico, 
and no war with any other nation that I know of. Of course, 
agitation will create uneasiness and alarm. Defore the com
mencement of the Spanish War tile proprietor of one of the 
most prominent newspapers in this country received a message 
from his correspondent in Cuba, "There will be no war." Ile 
telegraphed back to his representative, "You furnish tlle news, 
and I will furnish the war." There was cause, however, for 
the Spanish War. That war had to come, and Spain had to be 
driven from the shores of the Western Continent. 

I have observed within the last few <.lays that the German 
Cllancellor in the Reicllstag, following his earlier utterances 
upon the same subject, gave expression to this sentiment in 
connection with the general subject of peace and war that I 
have been discussing to-day. He said that-

The dlfficulty in a disarmament agreement is the impossibility of 
supervision of individual StatE;s. The control over these I regard as 
absolutely impracticable. The mere attempt to control would ~a"?'e 
no other result than continual mutual distrust and universal turmoil. 
It will remain true that the weak will be the prey of the strong. It 
any nation feels that it is unable longer to spend certain sums for 
defensive purposes, it will Inevitably drop to the second rank. The_re 
will always be a strong one ready to take Its place. General dis
armament is an unsolvable problem as lo_ng as men are men. 

I would change this by saying that "general disarmament 
is an unsolvable problem as long as men are savages." Of 
course Germany is a great military power, and its history has 
been one of war and conflict and strife, and its people, besides 
their historic deeds of valor, are intellectually and morally as 
great a race as there is on earth, either in the arts of war or 
in the arts of peace, and this sentiment of th~ _chancel_lor wouhl, 
I apprehend, have met with unh·ersal recogmt10n durmg all the 
centuries from the time the Cimbri and the Teutons came out 
of their ~orthern forests to ra. rnge the fields of Italy until the 
time that the German hosts made their triumphant entry upon 
the streets of Paris. I douut, however, whether this declara
tion at this hour meets with the approval of a vast number of 
the Emperor's suujects, and I know it does not reflect the wishes 
and the hopes of an advanced civilization. Of course there can 
not be a general clisarrnament if Germany declines to enter the 
list. I believe, howeyer, the day is bound to come when Ger
many will yield if all the races of the civilized world consent to 
the adoption of such a policy and the action taken in the 
Reichstag giyes promise in that direction. 

I believe· the time will come when war will no longer be in
dulged in but will only be read of as one of the crimes of a 
barbarou~ age. Nations can ue civilized in some respects ancl 
barbarians in others. History affords us numerous examples of 
this sort and while we nre gradually becoming more and more 
enlighte~ed and aclrnnce<l, we still c~in~ ~o this brutal m_ethod 
of adjusting our clifferences. If an _md1v1daal offers ai;i rnsult 
to another, no matter how atrocious it may be, and the msulted 
party calls for a retraction, which is refused, and then declares 
war upon the offender and punishes him in fair and open com
bat it is an offense tbnt society condemns, and it inflicts its 
pen'alties lightly or seYere1y, ncco_nling to the de~ee of in~urr 
sustained· but if a nation-tllat is to say, a multitude of md1-
vidunls-~ffers an indignity, no matter how slight it is, to an
other nation and does not make reparation tllerefor, the nation 
that is offended, according to our nresent code of internatio~al 
morals has the right to open hostilities, and slaughter and v10-
le11ce ~pon tlle enemy are not only justified, but become acts 
that even· true vntriot who loves his country should take a 
hand in nrn.l be proud of, as a heritage to transmit to his de
scendants. If two indivi<luals enter into a contract and after
wards clii::a gree about its proper interpretation, we have 
appointed tribunals to settle the controversy between them, and 
it would he ratller n no,·el sight to witness one of them attempt
ing to enforce his construction of the agreement upon the other 
at the point of the bayonet; but if two enlightened, God-fearing 
governments enter into a treaty and the on~ shou~d happen, ac
cording to the judgment of the other, to violate it, society has 
concluded tllat the only cure is to sacrifice human life and to 
keep on sacrificiug it until one party or tile other, through sheer 
exhaustion of its resources and vital energies, . is compelled to 
admit that it has made an error in its version of the compact. 

If an indiYidual happens to appropriate property that belongs 
to anotller, we have ordained a method by which the wrong can 
be speedily redressed; but if a great uation, by a stroke of 
diplomacy or statesmanship, as it is called, steals a couutry 
thousands of miles away from its borders, that some other 
nation claims to have stolen years before, there is nothing ex
cept bloodshed that cun determine who is the lawful thief, and 
in the settlement of this contention it is highly prover and com
mendaule for both sides to massacre and extern;iinate tlle 
unfortunate natives whom Providence bas planted tllere as tlle 
rightful possessors of the disputed territory. 

Of course, under existing conditions it runy be proper, Mr. 
President, in time of peace to prepare for wnr. A number of 
intelligent persons are of the impression that ex-President 
Roosevelt was the first one who ever gave this advice. They 
forget that Washington, in his address to both Houses of Con
gress in 1700, said : 

To be prepared for war is one of the most effectual means of pre
serving peace. 

It was perfectly proper to give this advice at that time. 
·washington, however, was not the first one who made this sug
gestion. Upon the armories of Venice there is this inscription: 

Happy ls that State which in time of peace thinks of war. 

Long before this, in the Satires of Horace, there is found the 
expression : . 

In peace a wise man should make suitable provision for war. 

This barbarian motto, therefore, is not original with Mr. 
Roosevelt. I would like to reverse it. Instead of saying, " In 
time of peace prepare for war," I would say, "In time of 
threatened war prepare for peace." 

Speaking for myself, I am for peace and not for war. I be
lieYe the time is approaching when the science of war and 
standing armies, and navies patrolling the waters of the 
world, and death-dealing projectiles, and human sacrifice, an,d 
cities ruined and fertile plains made barren by the marauders 
torch will rank among the dark deeds of the past. I look for 
the advent of that day and feel with all my fer-vent hopes and 
aspirations that it can not be long delayed. "Man's inhumanity 
to man " has made the " countless thousands mourn," and 
broken hearts and homes made desolate and agony and anguish 
and despair can not forever plead in vain. This inhuman and 
sanguinary method of settling international controversies must 
cease, and murder, though clad in martial pomp, must call a 
halt. Nations must no longer be brutes and savages, and the 
worshiping world must realize that it is profaning the altars 
of its faith when it not only sanctions but commends and ex
alts and participates in the practice of a p_olicy which! heading 
the whole calendar of crimes and embracmg every single one 
of them is " an utter mockery of religion's holiest offices and 
bids deftance to the providence of God." 

l\Ir. LODGE. l\fr. President, I want merely to say a word 
in support of the view which the Senator from l\f~ryland [~lr. 
RA y_ ER] has given us in regard to the Japanese m connection 
with the difficulties now existing in Mexico. I have examined 
with some care the correspondence, which, of course, it woulu 
not be proper to make public at this time, relating to ~ffairs 
in Mexico for the last few months. I have been unable to dis
cover in any letter from our ambassador or any of our consuls 
the slightest allusion or suggestion of any Japanese int~rfer
ence or appearance in Mexico. So far. as I am able to _Jndg_e, 
all that has been published and republished on that s11bJcct m 
the newspaper press is a fabrication, for what object I H~all 
not undertake to determine. Some strong force is behind it
some great interest, perhaps, or some country-but that the 
matter is a fabrication I have no cloubt. 

Our relations with Japan are very friendly. We have jnst 
concluded a treaty which has been gratify~ng to both coun~ries. 
The attitude of Japan in regard to Mexico has been entirely 
correct, so far as I am aware, and I wanted to take t.his opp?r
tunity in support of what the Senator from l\Jaryland llas said, 
simply to make this brief statement in reganl to the relation 
of Japan to the present difficulties in l\Iexico. . 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. · President, I want to say a word m con
firmation of the statement of ti.le Senator from 1\f11ssachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE]. I also have looked into tbe question of the 
alleged interference of the Japan.ese G0Yer1111~en~, and, so far 
as I can learn, there is not a scintilla of truth m 1t. 

RETURN OF STATE BONDS-CORRECTION OF RECORD. 

Mr BRANDEGEE. I notice, Mr. President, that in · the 
REco~ of l\Iarch 4, 1911, the following appears under the 
heading "Return of State bonds ": , 

Mr. FOSTER. I call up the bill (S. 7180) autho1·lzlng the Secretary 
of War to return to the governor of Louisiana certain bonds of the 
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State of Louisiana and city 1of New Orleans, and ask unanimous con
sent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary r end the !Jill. 
1.fr. Il1iANDF.GEEJ. I object. 
'l'he VICE PRES IDENT. O!Jjection is made by the Senator from Con-

necticut. . 
l\fr. President, that is an error, so far as the mention of my 

name in connection therewith is concerned. I know nothing 
about the bill; I dicl. not object to it; and if objection wa s 
made it must have been made by some other Senator than 
myself, and the reference to me must be an error of the ste
nogr npher or clerk who made up the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING Ol!' :b'ICER (l\Ir. CURTIS in the chair). 
Witllout objection, the RECORD will be corrected. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. l\fr. President, I suppose it is too late 
to correct the RECORD in that respect, as it appears to llave 
been bound. If, llowever, it is possible to correct the perma
nent RECORD, I slloulcl. like to have it done; or, if not, at any 
rate I should like this statement of mine to go into the RECORD, 
as of course it will. 

l\Ir. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I objected. So objection was 
made, and it is merely a question as to who made it. 

l\lr. FOS'l,ER. Mr. President, with reference to the state
ment made by tlle Senator from Connect}cut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], 
I wish to say that upon the day mentioneu in the RECORD I did 
call up the bill and ask unanimous consent for its consideration, 
and objection was made. The objection, however, was not made 
l>y tlle Senator from Connecticut, who has just spoken, but the 
objection was made by his former colleague, Mr. Bulkeley. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
l\fr. CULLOM. I moYe that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of executi"rn business. 
Tlle motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 1 o'clock 
and 47 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
April 17, 1911, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 13, 1911. 

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR OF TIIE CENSUS. 
Roland P. Falkner, of the District of Columbia, to be Assist

ant Director of the Thirteenth Decennial Census, in the De
partment of Commerce and Labor, vice ,V. F. Willoughby. 

SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Walter L. Fisher, of Illinois, to be Secretary of the Interior, 

to which office he was appointed during the last recess of the 
Sennte, vice Richard A. Ballinger, resigned. 

MEMBER OF CALIFORNIA DEBRIS COMMISSION. 
l\Iaj. Sherwood A. Cheney, Corps of Engineers, United States 

Army, for appointment ns a member of the California Debris 
Commission, provided for by the act of Congress appro>ed 
March 1, 1893, entitled "An act to create the California Debris 
Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali
fornia," vice Capt. Thomas H. Jackson, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, to be relieyed. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
l\IEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 

To be first lieutenants with rank from April G, 1911. 
Edward Sinnet Bowman, of Iowa. · 
l\iarion Sunsari Lombard, of Nebraska. 
Ralph Charles Matson, of Oregon. 
Warren Pearl Morrill, of Maryland. 
Lewis Beers Porter, of Rhode Island. 
Thomas Houston Dow Griffitts, of Illinois. 

To be first lieutenants with ranlc from April 10, 1911. 
Charles Spencer Williamson, of Illinois. 
Maurice Rubel, of Illinois. 
Albert Hurlbut Roler, of Illinois. 
Frank Worthington Lynch, of Illinois. 
Philip Pieterscn Schuyler Doane, of Illinois. 
James Alexander Harvey, of Illinois. 
Junius Clarkson Hong, of Illinois. 
Jacob Frank, of Illinois. 
Carey Culbertson, of Illinois. 
Carl Wagner, of Illinois. 
William Cuthbertson, of IUinois. 
Rufus Winfield Bishop, of Illinois. 
William Louis Baum, of Illinois. 
Joseph Grindon, of Missouri. 
William Paul Glennon, of l\Iissouri. 

Frederick Charles Esselbruegge, of Missouri. 
EU.ward Lee D.orsett, of l\Iissouri. 
William Sidney Deutsch, of Missouri. 
RnRsell Daniel Carman, of Missouri. 
Holdsworth Wheeler Bond, of Missouri. 
Cllarles ·wyche, of MiRsonri. 
IPrederick Eno Woodruff, of Missouri. 
William Otto Wint er, of l\Iissourl. 
Carroll Smith, of l\Iissouri. 
Nathaniel l\Ieacon Semple, of l\lissouri. 
Henry Joseph Scherck, of Missouri. 
Francis Le Sirelle Reder, of Missouri. 
Amand Nicholas Ravold, of Missouri. 
Harry Morgan Moore, of l\1i8souri. 
George Elmer Lyon, of Missouri. 
William Henry Luedde, of Missouri. 
Clarence Loeb, of Missouri. 
Abram Chittenden Leggat, of Missouri. 
Frederick Carl Emil Kuhlmann, of Missouri. 
Arthur Campbell Kimball, of Missouri. 
Walter Charles George Kirchner, of 1\fissouri. 
Downey Lamar Harris, of Missouri. 
William Augustus Hardaway, of Missouri. 
Henry Skillman Atkins, of Missouri. 
Frederick Bagby HnlI, of Missouri. 
Conrad Weil, of California. 
Alanson Weeks, of California. 
Stanley Stillman, of California. 
William Parsons Read, of California. 
William Evelyn Hopkins, of California. 
Samuel Johns Hunkin, of California. 
George Herbert Evans, of California. 
James Alexander Black, of California. 
John Henry Barbat, of California. 
Charles Andrew Powers, of Colorado. 
Henry Richardson McGraw, of Colorado. 
Clarence Bancroft Ingraham, jr., of Colorado. 
Thomas Edward Carmody, of Colorado. 
Alpha John Campbell, of Colorado. 
Frederic Wolcott Bancroft, of Colorado. 
John William Amesse, of Colorado. 
John Edgar Welch, of New York. 
Prince Albert l\Iorrow, of New York. 
James Ewing, of New York. 
John Augustus Hartwell, of New York. 
Julius Carl Bierwirth, of New York. 
Edward Quintard, of New York. 
George Norton l\Iiller, of New York. 
Max Ballin, of Michigan. 
Guy Leartus Connor, of Michigan. 
Arthur David Holmes, of Michigan. 
Louis Jacob Hirschman, of Michigan. 
William Edward Keane, of Michigan. 
George Edwin McKean, of Michigan. 
William Albert Spitzley, of Michigan. 
Henry Rockwell Varney, of Michigan. 
Jolln Walter Vaughan, of Michigan. 
William SteYenson Baer, of Maryland. 
Julius Friedenwald, of. Maryland. 
Cary Breckinridge Gamble, jr., of Maryland. 
Duncan MacCalman, of Maryland. 
Rupert Norton, of Maryland. 
Isaac Rosenbaum Pels, of Maryland. 
Arthur Marriott Shipley, of Maryland. 
l\fartillus Louis Todd, of Maryland, 
Walter Dent Wise, of Maryland. 
Randolph Winslow, of Maryland. 
Hubert Clement Knapp, of Maryland. 
Frank Martin, of Maryland. 
Charles Edmund Simon, of Maryland. 
Louis Hamman, of Maryland. 
Marshall Langton Price, of Maryland. 
John Almy Tompkins, jr., of Maryland. 
Jo,seph Albert Chatard, of Maryland, 
Thomas Rodney Chambers, of Maryland. 
Charles French Blake, of Maryland. 
Harvey Grant Beck, of Maryland. 
Standish McCleary, of Maryland. 
Charles Woodward Riley, of Maryland. 
.A.lexius McGlannan, of Maryland. 
Edgar Bar Friedenwald, of Maryland. 
Charles Alfred Dukes, of California. 
Arnold Schwyzer, of Minnesota. 
Anton Shimonek, of Minnesota. 
Edward Avery Newton, of Oregon. 
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PRO:llOTIONS Al\"'D APPOINTMENTS IN THE NA VY. 

Commander Hugh Rodman to be n. captain in the Navy from 
the 4th day of March, 1011, to fill a vacancy. 

Commander Guy W. Brown to be a cnptain in the Navy from 
the 8th <lay of March; 1911, to fill a vacancy. 

The following-named midshipmen · to be ensigns in the Navy 
from the Gth day of June, 1010, to fill vacancies: 

George E. Brandt, 
Cary W. 1\fa~rucler, 
Joseph S. Hulings, 
James G. Stevens, 
William A. Hodgman, and 
Carleton 1\I. Dolan. 
Lieut. Charles :m. Courtney, an additional number in grade, 

FLORIDA. 
Susie M. Brynn to be postmaster at Fort Lauderdale, Fla. 

Office became presidential April 1, 1911. 
IDAHO. 

William S. Brainard to be postmaster nt Wardner, Iclnho, in 
place of William S. Brainard. Incumbent's commission expired 
December G, 1910. 

Fred F. Evans to be postmaster at Burke, Idaho, in place of 
Fred F. Evans. Incumbcnt's commission expired December 13 -
1010. ' 

ILLINOIS. 

Willia.m Knigge to be postmaster at Rockefeller, Ill. 
became presidential April 1, 1011. 

Oilicc 

to be a lieutenant commander in the Navy from the 4th day of row.A.. 
March, 1911, with the officer next above him. j James D. Hicklin to be postmaster at Wapello, Iown, in place 

Lieut. Edward C. Kalbfus to be a lieutenant commancler in the of Edwin Hicklin, resigned. 
Navy from the 4th day of 1\Ia.rcb, 1011, to fill a vacancy. L. H. Hinkley to be postmaster at Sigourney, Iowa, in place 

Capt. Randolph C. Berkeley to be a major in the Marine Corps of William H. Needham. Incumbent's commission expired Jnnu-
from the 11th day of October, 1910, to fill a vacancy. ary 10, 1011. 

AUDITOR FOR THE w AR DEPART:hIENT. Erastus T. Roland to be postmaster at Elclon, Iown, ill place 
of Erastus T. Roland. Incumbent's commission expired Fehru-

Elton A. Gangwer, of Ohio, to be Auditor for tl~e War De- ary 2i, l910. · 
partment, in place of Benjamin F. Harper, resigned. C. E. Wallace to be postmaster at New Sharon, Iowa, in place 
ASSAYER AND l\IELTEB UNITED STATES ~SSAY OFFICE, CIIARLOTTE, of Hervey J . Vail. Incumbent's commission expired Febrnnry 

N. C. 28, 1911. 

Frank P. Drane, of North Carolina, to be assayer and melter KANSAS. 
of the United States assay office at Charlotte, N. C., under the James A. Schilling to be postmaster at Sylvan GroYe, Knns., 
provision of tho legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- in place of John P. Lang, removed. 
tion act appro1ed March 4, 1911. KENTUCKY. 

A.MnASSADOBs. Thomas Sympson to be postmaster at Franklin, Ky., in piucc 
William Wood-ville Rockhill, of the District of Columbia, now of Thomas Sympson. Incumbent's commission expired Jannnry 

ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary to Russia, to be 
23

• 
1010

· LOUISIANA. ambassador extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Turkey, vice Oscnr S. Straus, resigned. 

Curtis Guild, of .Massa.chusetts, to be ambassador extraordi
nary and plenipotentiary of the United States of America to 
Russia, vice William Woodville Rockhill, nominated to be am
bassador extraordinary and plenipotentill.I'y to Turkey. 

Richard EJ. Hodges to be postmaster at Jena, La. 
came presiuential April 1, 1011. 

Office be-

MAINE. 

Whitfield B. Hallett to be postmaster at Ashlancl, Mc. 
became presidential January l, 1011. 

Office 

CO:llMISSIONEB OF I:ll:llIGRATION. MISSOURI. 
Bertram N. Stump, of l\farylancl, to be commissioner of immi- Joseph H. Harris to be postmaster at Kansas City, Mo., in 

gration at the port of Baltimore, 1\fd., in the Department of place of Joseph H. Harris. Incumbent's commission expired 
Commerce and Labor. February 27, 1010. 

PENSION AGENT. NEW YOilK. 
Abram w. Smith, of .McPherson, Kans., who was appointed Edith Wallace to be postmaster at Lisbon, N. Y., in place of 

March 4, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be pension Charles G. Wallace, deceasecl. 
agent at Topeka, Kans., ·dee Wilder S. Metcalf, term expired. NOUTH DAKOTA. 

RECEIVERS OF PUDLIO :MONEYS. 
John J. Deane, of California, to be receiver of public moneys 

at San Francisco for the unexpired part of his term of four 
years from February 4, 1910, when appointed receiver at Oak
land. Land office transf errcd from Oakland to San Francisco 
May 1, 1911. 

Ira L. Bare, of North Platte, Nebr., who was appointed March 
9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be receiver of public 
moneys at North Platte, vice William H. O. Woodhurst, term 
expired. 

REGISTERS OF THE LAI\"D OFFICE. 
Truman G. Daniells, of California, to be register of the land 

office nt San Francisco for the unexpired part of his term of 
four years from 1\fay 17, 1910, when appointed register at Oak
land. Land office transferred from Oakland to San Francisco 
May 1, 1911. 

John E. Evans, of Nebraska, to be register of the lancl office 
at :North Platte, Nebr., his term having expired February 11, 
1911. (Reappointment.) 

Albert Kircher, of Montana, to be register of the land office 
at 1\Iiles City, Mont., his term having expired February 25, 
1911. (Reappointment.) 

Reuben N. Ster-ens, of Bismarck, N. Duk., who was appointed 
March 9, 1911, during the recess of the Senate, to be register 
of the land office at Bismarck, Tice Marshall H. Jewell, de
ceased. 

James G. Quinlivan, of Dickinson, N. Dak., who was ap
pointed March D, 1911, during the recess of the Senate., to be 
register of the land office at Dickinson, "Vice Sylvanus M. Ferris, 
term expired. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA. 

W. El. Walker to be postmaster at Biggs, Gal., in place of 
.Virgil Bunnell, deceased. 

George E. Childs to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., in 
place of Victor A. Corbett. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 28, 1910. 

OHIO. 
John Shaw to be postmaster at Leroy, Ohio. 

presidential April 1, 1911. 
OREGON. 

Office became 

E. R. Ware to be postmaster at Eel.lo, Oreg., in place of Jolln 
Dorn, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
James H. Wells to be postmaster at Wilcox, Pn., in place of 

James H. Wells. Incumbent's commission expired February 
21, 1011. 

TEXNESSEE. 
Albert D. Scott to be postmaster at Dickson, Tenn., in place 

of Albert L. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired March 
2:4 1010. 

TEXAS. 
J. F. Henry to be postmaster ·at Strntford, Tex., in place of 

Robert B. Kerr, resigned. 
Wilson I. Lawler to be postmaster at Deport, Tex. Office 

became presidential April 1, 1911. 
Frank EJ. Osborn to be postmaster at Mc.Allen, Tex. Office 

became presidential April 1, 1911. 
W.ASHINGTO!'i. 

Thomas Bollman to be postmaster at Cashmere, Wash., in 
place of Thomas Bollman. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 10, 1011. 

James Cadzow to be postmaster at Malden, Wash. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1910. 

Walter W. Cloud to be postmaster at Conconully, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910. 

Elliott S. Moore to be postmaster nt Ione, Wash. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1011. 
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WEST VIRGINIA. 

Edward 0. Harwood to be postmaster at Moorefield, W. Va. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1910. 

WISCONSIN. 
Frank A. Everhard to be postmaster at Ripon, Wis., in place 

of John T. Harris. Incumbent's commission expired June 18, 
1910. 

George R. Hall to be postmaster at Oconto, Wis., in place of 
George R. Hall. Incumbent's commission expired April 6, 1910. 

Albert D. Leyse to be postmaster at Kewaunee, Wis., in place 
of Joseph J. Schultz. Incumbent's commission expired February 
7, lDlO. 

E<lward S. Minor to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, Wis., in 
plnce of F. J. Hamilton. Incumbent's commission e.:q)ired 
December 20, lDlO. 

Earle S. Welch to be postmaRter at Eau Claire, Wis., in place 
of Earle S. Welch. Incurnbcnt's commission expired February 
12, lDll. 

CONFIR:\UTIONS. 
Executive nominations conftnnccl by the Senate Avril 13, 1911. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
l\1nurice l\Iaschke to be collector of customs for the district 

of Cuyahoga, 01.lio. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-C-GTTER SERVICE. 

Second Lieut. Cecil l\launscll Gabbett to be first lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Third Lieut. Roy Percival Munro to be second lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Cutter Se-nice. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE PUDLIC IlEALTII AND l\1ARINE-HOSPITAL 

SERVICE. 
Passed Asst. Surg. Leland E. Cofer to be surgeon in the 

Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service. 
Passed .Asst. Surg. Hugh S. Cummin~ to be surgeon in the 

Public Health and Marine-Hospital SerYice. 
George Parcher to be assistant surgeon in the Public Health 

and Marine-Hospital Service. 
POSTMASTERS. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 
Donjamin Apple, Sunbury. 
Mary J . Ensign, Ardmore. 
Daniel J. Genscmer, Pine Grove. 
Charles L. Ferrebee. St. Clair. 

-Isaac N. Lightner, Ephrata. 
VIRGINIA. 

Joel W. Hortcnstine, Abingdon. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

THURSDAY, April 13, 1911. 
The Rouse met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Conden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

appro-·rncl. 
WIT HD RAW AL OF P .ArERS. 

Mr. KAHN, by unanimous conE<mt, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Rouse, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Francis M. Comba, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

l\Ir. GREENE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to with
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the cnse of William S. Green, Sixty-first Congress, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CAN ADA. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 

reported the bi11 (H. n. 4412) to promote reciprocal trade re
lations with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, 
which was read the first and second times and referred to the 
.Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union and, 
with the accompanying report ( H. Rept. 3), ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DALZELT.1. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have consent to 
file the views of the minority (H. Rept. 3, pt. 2) on the bill 
just reported. 

The SPEAKER. How long a tim·e does the gentleman ask? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I agreed with the gentle

man from Pennsylvania this morning that he should have unani
mous consent to file the views of the minority any time up to 
the ti me the bill is disposed of in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania [l\fr. DALZELL]? 

There was no objection. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS. 

1\11\ RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can for the regu• 
lar order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees. 
The Clerk proceeded with the call. 
When the Committee on the Election of President, Vice Pres

iclent, and Representatives in Congress was called : 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the 

Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Rep
resentatives in Congress I desire to call up House joint resolu
tion 30, proposing an amendment to the Constitution providing 
that Senators shall be elected by the people of the several 
States. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) proposing an amendment to the Con
stitution providing that Senators shall be elected by the people of tlie 
several States. 
Resolved by the Senate and IIouse of Representatives of the United 

States of America in Congress assembled ( two-thirrls of each Ilousc 
conettrring therein), That in lieu of tbe first paragraph of section 3 of 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States, and in lieu of so 
mucb of paragraph 2 of the same section as relates to the filling of 
yacaneies, and in lieu of all of para~raph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, 
m so far as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or 
niter regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for 
Senators, tile following be proposed as an amendment to the Constitu
tion, whicl..J shall be valid to all intents and purposes as part of the 
~f~tse~~ution wl..Jen rati.tied by the legislatures of tllree-fourths of the 

"The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof, for six years; and each 
Senator Rhall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the 
qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous branch of the 
State legislatures. 

"Tl..Je times, places, and manner of holding elce:tions for Senn.tors 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

"When vacancies l.Jappen in the representation of any 8tnte in the 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec
tion to fill such vacancies : Prov iderl, That the legislature of any State 
mny empower the executive thereof to mn.ke temporary appointments 
until the people fill tbe_ vacancies by election, as the legii;lature may 
direc t_ 

"This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution." 

Mr. YOUNG of :Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] what arrangement 
he is willing to make as to time to debate this most important 
question? 

l\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [:\Ir. 

RucKER] yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]? 
l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes, sir. I presume it is on the 

same question. 
l\lr. MANN. I would ask the gentleman if he would not be 

willing to let this matter go over for a day or two. There will 
be plenty of opportunity to take it up. The gentleman knows 
that one resolution was reported into the House on this subject 
at the last session, and the gentleman himself introduced a reso
lution on the first day of the session. Now another resolution 
is reported in. All of these differ. Inasmuch as this is a pro
posed amendment to the Constitution, it seems to me that we 
ought to have full opportunity to consider the verbiage of it, 
at least. 

l\lr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\fr. Speaker, answering first the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. YouNo], I say that, so far as 
I am concerned, I am perfectly willing to agree on a reasonable 
time for debate. 

In answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], while 
it is true, l\fr. Speaker, that various resolutions, all looking in 
the same direction, have from time to time been introduced 
and from time to time have passed the House, it seems to me 
that there is no reason for delaying this matter, because if the 
Representatives here ham convictions on any great public ques
tion, they have them on this. 

Mr. MANN. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, I do not 
ask for delay so far as the general principle is concerned 
and is involved, and would not do so. Members are prepared 
to vote upon that. But as to the language which is to be em
ployed in amending the Constitution, where different language 
may be subject to different constructions, it seems to me that 
the House ought to be given full opportunity for consideration. 
I will suggest to the gentleman that there are some provisions 
in the joint resolution as reported which seem to me susceptible 
of different constructions. I think the gentleman himselt 
would desire to have it perfectly clear and beyond question. 
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Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Ur. Speaker, the trouble about it 
is, I say, in answer to the gentleman, there are some people in 
the United States who want to IJe so perfectly clear about every 
question pertaining to this great and important piece of legisla
tion that it is almost impossible to reach a time when we will 
have absolute unanimity of agreement, and therefore I think we 
ought to proceed to-day. 

:Mr. l\IA.:NN. That is true, but ought not we to have a fair 
opportunity to make suggestions in reference to it in time to 
consider these suggestions? 

l'.Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I will try to secure 
all the time necessary or desired for deliberate consideration of 
the resolution. 

Mr. MAl'i.TN. You can not do that unless you give us time to 
examine it. 

:Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will gtvc ample time to de-
IJatc it • 

~.Ir. l\LillDEN. Mr. Speaker, there is nobo<ly over here who 
can hear n word that is said by the gentlemen who have the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will cease conversn.tion so that 
the Mern!Jers cun hear this discussion. The Chair wonld like 
to hea r it himself. 

:\Ir. 1\1.ADDEN. .Mr. Speaker, I do not sec wby any Member 
of the Honse is not just as much interested in the discussion ns 
tlrn ~IemlJcrs who haYe the floor. 

.Jfr. l\1.A1&. If the gentleman will keep still there will l>e 
no difficulty in hearing. 

l\Ir. MADDEN. I can hca.r as well as any other l\lcmber of 
the House. If the gentleman who has the floor will rai se his 
voice lligh enou;:!;ll, all the Members can hear. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order made by tile gentleman 
is :ilrcncly snstainetl. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JLUlILTON of l\Iichigan. Mr. Spcnker, I desire to in
quire when this bill was introduced? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\Ir. Speaker, this bill was intro
duced_ on the 4th day of April, 1911. [Applause on the Demo

. cm.tic side.] 
:;.\fr. HA.HILTON of Michigan. I thank the gentleman for his 

information. 
Mr. l\1A.i.~N. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield for a 

moment? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Missouri yie1c1 to 

the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\IANN] . 
Mr. RUCKER of 1Iissouri. I will yield for a question. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman stated that the resolution wns 

introduced on the 4th day of April. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The gentleman's resolution was not introduced on the 4th day 
of April. He introduced a resolution on the 4th day of .April 
on this subject, but that resolution is not the one that wns 
reported to the Honse. 

Mr. HAl\fILTON of l\Iichign.n. When was the resolution re
ported? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Yesterday. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 

from Missouri will permit, I would like to say a word about 
the parliamentary situation.. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield? 
l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman for a 

question with reference to the division of time. If gentlemen 
will indicate how much time is desired for debate on that side, 
we will try to give it to them. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will ask the gentleman if he 
thinks the House has had a fair opportunity to become ac
quainted with this measure, in view of the fact that the com
mittee which reported it was appointed only day before yester
day in the afternoon, and thnt only late tilat evening were the 
notices sent out for the committee meeting. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield to 
the gentleman for a speech. I yielded to him for a question. 

l\Ir. YOU.l. "U of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I nm asking o. ques
tion which contains but one sentence. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer it. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The notices were sent out that 

night and did not reach the Republican members of the com
mittee until after this meeting was held, with but one exception. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The call for o. meeting of the 
committee wa.s sent out in ample time. And not only that, but 
the notice reached every gentleman's office and was on his desk, 
and if gentlemen did not go to their offices until after the com
mittee's meeting, it is no fault of mine. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I hnvc not made any refiection on 
the gentleman. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not see what else It can be. 
Mr. YOUNG o:f Michigan. But those notices reached nobody, 

!Jecausc nobody expected them. This is a resolution to amend 
the Constitution of the United States, and nobody has had op
portunity to study it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield furtller to the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. For a question of one sentence. 
[Laughter.] 

l\:Ir. YOUNG of l\lichigan. I will ask the gentleman when the 
report wns printed and ready for distribution in this case? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. The Clerk can inform the gen
tleman. I do not know. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. I ask if it was not within the lust 
30 minutes? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. It is likely so. Now, .Mr. Speaker, 
a good deal has been said about gentlemen who are determined 
to give us Democrats n whole lot of trouble during this extra 
~ession, and I, for one, invite them now to do their worst, and~ 
m the langungc of Shakespeare, I sny to them : 

Lay on. :!\facc1uff; 
And damn"d be him that firs t cries, "Hold, enough ! " 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I do not intend to allow this matter to be sidetracked to 

gratify the desire of gentlemen who think they may want days 
or weeks in which to consider it. We have been considering it 
for years. This identical measure was before the Senate last 
winter, nearly all winter, and every gentleman here has con-
victions upon it. . 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will indicate how much time he 
wants for debate, I will try and agree. Otherwise I um going 
to demand the previous question on the passage of this resolu
tion. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman going to give any opportunity 
for amendment? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, I will, if gentlemen want 
to debate the question. If not, I want to pnss the resolution. 

l\Ir. l\f.A...i..~. We desire a chance to consider, debate, and 
amend it, and the gcntlem:m ought to afford us that oppor
tunity. 

l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker--
The SPR\.KER. Docs the gentleman from l\Iissouri yielu to 

the gentleman from ~i\la!Jnma? 
).fr. RUCKER of Missouri. 'Certainly. 
Mr. U:i\"'DERWOOD. I sl10uhl like to say to tile gentleman 

from Illinois that if there is any responsibility for passing this 
measure at this time-a measure that the American people 
have IJcen demanding f<Jr fou r d ecades-the r esponsibility rests 
here, anc1 we are going to puss a resolution to-clny to elect 
United States Senators lJy the i1eople. [Applause on the Demo
cratic siclc.] If gentlemen on that side want a reasonable 
opportunity for clebat~ and ame:idment, the gentleman from 
l\Iiesouri [:i\Ir. RucKER] has inllicatc<l that he is ready to come 
to an agreement. If you do not want it, say so, and we will 
proceed with the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman from Alnbama 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield t o 
the gentleman from Illinois! 

~Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do. 
1\Ir. MANN. In the las t Con~ress the gentleman from l\Iis

sonri [l\Ir. LLOYD] introducccl n joint resolution on the subject 
which ''as reported to the Honse favorably. It came up for con~ 
sidcr::ition by unanimous consent. I olJjected to the unanimous 
consent for the consideration of the joint resolution at that 
time, and was Yery severely criticised by that side of the House. 
Now, this resolution is very different from that joint resolution. 

Mr. U~"'DERWOOD. Ilut tho gentleman from Illinois is not 
responsible for it if he does not vote for it. We assume the 
responsibility if we vote for it. 

nir. :\IANK. That is true; but does the gentleman mean to 
say that in amending the Constitution both sides of the Ilouse 
should not have tlle fullest opportunity for consideration? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As I have just stated, the gentleman 
from Missouri hns proposed to ,give that to you. 

Mr. 1\I.ANN. .At the last session of Congress gentlemen on that 
side of the House favored n. certain joint resolution on this sub
ject. They now have an entirely different joint resolution on 
the same subject, and yet do not desire to gi're, as it seems to 
me, a full opportunity for consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will cn.11 the attention of the gentle
man from Illinois to the fact that the entire resolution does 
not embrace 12 lines of reading matter; that any Member of 
thls House can read it in one minute, that this question has 
been thrashed out and considered for years in this House, and 
if the gentleman wants a reasonable time for debate, or a: 
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roasonn.ble time to otrer amendments, the gentleman from Mis
souri [Ur. RucKER] has· statecl thnt he would like to hn.ve you 
make n proposition, and say wha.t time you want. 

~Ir- MANN. I understood the gen tlemnn to say--
Mr. Ul-."'DERWOOD. Of course it is unnecessary to discuss 

the question us to whether it is to go over or not. The gentle
man from Missouri [.Mr. RucKE:a] has stated that he did not pro
pose to let the bill go over. He intends to proceed with its 
immediate consideration. The question now is as to whether or 
not gentlemen on that sicle of the House desire to agree to a 
rrosonablc time, within the limitations of to-day's debate. 

Ur. 1\:LU\1N. There is no necessity for an agreement about 
time. The gentleman has the power at any time to move the 
previous question on the passage of the resolution, and un
c:i.oubtedJy h.'1s the power to carry it. . 

M r. U:t-."'DERWOOD. The gentleman from :Missouri will have 
to morn the previous question at the end of an hour. I under
stand. ho cloes not desire to take advn.nt:lge of that right, if 
tllcro is a desire for more debate n.nd opportunity for amend
ment on that side of the House. If that side of the House want 
more time they can get it. If not, the gentleman from Missouri 
can go ahead and uso his J..10ur and yield such time us is re
q ucsted on that side of the House, and at the end of the hour 
moYe the previous qucstiQn, but we do not desire to do that if 
you will indicate a reasonable time. 

Mr. :MANN. But the gentleman from Missouri can reserve a 
minute or more of llis JJour and tnke the floor and move tlle prc
·riou s question at any time. Docs the gentleman fTom Missouri 
propose to gtve any 011portunity for amenclment? 

Mr . RUCKER of Missouri. Is <the gentleman addressing his 
question to me? 

I\Ir . MAI\"'N. To citllcr gentleman; I suppoi::e the gentleman 
from Missouri is the one to answer. 

1\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will answer the gentleman if 
llis inquiry is addressed to me. A colloquy has boon going on 
for some time and the gentleman has been using my name 
frcciucntly, and if he desires to ask a question I will answer it. 

Mr. MANN. I nskctl the gentleman from Missouri the same 
question n. while ago. 

l\Ir. RUCKE R of Missouri. And the gentleman from Missouri 
sniu yes. The troub1e about it is that some gentlemen have 
objected to things here so long and so often that they have be
come cbronic objectors, and are never quite ready to Yotc on 
any question supposed to confer a power or respond to u ue
mnud of tbc people. 

Mr. M~~. Oh, I have heard that so often that it is not 
new to me. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missomi. And the gentleman will hear it 
agnin unlc~s he reforms. 

Mr. 1\1.A.NN. The gentleman from Missouri is not likely to 
reform my methods. 

:Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman from 
Miclligan if he wants two hours of debate on that sicle, or 
three, or four, or a day? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I have had so little 
opportunity to consult with gentlemen upon this side tllat it is 
difficult to know how much time will be consumed ; but in view 
of tile importance of the matter, and in view of the sta~cnts 
muc1e by the gentlemn.n from .Alabama [.l\Ir. UNDEn.woon], who 
I suppose spoke by authority, that this matter is going to be 
concluded to-night, nnyway--

1',fr . . UNDERWOOD. I was speaking with the authority of 
;the gentleman from Missouri, who has the bill in charge. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of :Michigan (continuing). I will ask for at 
least four hours' general debate-two hours upon .a side. 

. IUr. RUCKER of l\IissourL l\:Ir. Speaker, if I correctly un
derstood the genilemun, I will ask unanimous consent that gen
eral debate may proceed on this resolution for four hours-two 
hours to be controlled by the gentleman from Michigan and two 
hours fJy myself. 

Mr . 1\1.A.DDEN. Mr. S11eaker, a purlin.mentn.ry inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MADDE N. I wisll to know wllether amendments to the 

resclution will 1.Je in order at any time during the general de
bate or wl!etber .amendments must be offered while the bill is 
being rea.d under the fin~-minute rule? 

Tbo SPEAKE R. .Amendments are not in order during gen
eral debntc. 

l\Ir . NOlUtIS rose. 
The SPE...1..KEit. Doc-s tlle g-entlcrua.n from lli::osouri yieJd to 

tile gcntlem:in from Nebrn.slm? 
.i\fr. RUCKI<JR of Mi ssouri. I will. 
?tfr. NOUUIS. I wun t to nsk the gentlemnn from Missouri 

if lie will not inclucle in his request some provision about arueacl
meiJ ts? I am not an..~ious to extend the time of debate, but he 

can just as well include in his request that amendments shall 
be in order -0.uring general debate or at tlle close of general 
debate. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I have no objection to gentlemen 
offering such aiµendments as in their judgment they think 
proper during the two hours of debate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Suppose the gentleman includes that in hls 
request. 

l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not think it is necessary to 
include it in the request. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think it is, from the statement just macle by 
the Speaker, as I understnnd it. 

Mr. M.ADDE.i..~. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

the gentleman from Illinois? 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Certainly. 
Mr .. MADDEN. Does not the gentleman from :Missouri think, in 

view of the statement macle by the Speaker to the effect that 
amendments will not be in order during general debate, that we 
ought to have some understanding that amendments can be 
preseated and haye them penclixg, even though they may not 
be considered until the end of tlle general debate and during 
the reading of the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman can read any amendments lle 
desires to offer in his own time. 

The SPEAKER. Docs the gentleman from l\lissouri yield to 
the gentleman from New York? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes. 
l\Ir. SULZER. I desire to say to the gentleman from Illinois 

that he, or any other Member, can read any amendment he 
desires to offer in his own time. That is all that should be 
required. 

~fr. MADDEN. I did not suggest that I wanted to read an 
amendment, but that I wanted some method suggested by which 
amendments could be introduced and have tbem pending for 
consideration while the bill was being read under the five-minute 
rule. 

Mr. JAMES. I would like to ask a question, if the geatlernn.n 
will yfolcl. 

The SPF.~A.KER. Docs the gentleman froil.1' Missouri yield 
to the gentleman from Kentucky? 

l\Ir. RUCKER of :Missouri Yes. 
Mr. JA.BIES. .Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois seems 

to be quite noxious to amend this resolution, and I would like to 
ask him if it is his purpose to support the resolution for the 
election of Scrultors by a direct vote of the people? 

::lir. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I think I may say to the gen
t1eITu"lll from Kentucky that I do intend to support the resolu
tion, and I am not sure thn.t I want to offer an :imen.dment to it, 
but I may, :md I desire to lw .. ve that opportunity--

Mr. RUO~R of Missouri l\.fr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri llas the floor. 

• .lUr . .l\f.A.DDEN. But, Mr. Speaker, I am answering the ques
tion of the gentleman from Kentll<!k:y. 

.. Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, n parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
lUr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I understood 

the Speaker to state, in answer to a parliamentary inquiry of 
my colleague, thnt amendments would not be in order by a gen
tleman wllo obtained the floor in so-called general debate. That 
rule is undoubtedly true of course as to debnte in Committee 
of the Whole, but this is a House bill on the House Oalendm, 
and any Member obtaining the floor, ns I reca.11 the rules and 
precedents, may offer an amendment n.nd have it · yoted upon 
unless a different arrangement is made . 

Tl.J.e SP~ER. Is the gentleman making n. point of orclcr 
or propounding a parlin.mentnry inquiry? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Spcn.ker, I simply call that to the attention 
of tlle Ohair. I think the Ohair was in error in the statement, 
evidently llm·ing in mind general debate in Committee of the 
Wllole. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of l\lissouri. Mr. Spro.ker, I desire to repeat 
t.hc request for unanimous consent which I made a moment ago. 

Tl.!c SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his request. 
Hr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that general delJ:itc may proceed for four hours, t'\Vo 
hour s of the time to be controlled by the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. Yourrn] and two hours by myself, n.nd that during the 
general debate any gentleman having the floor for the purpose 
of cliscussing the matter may offer amendments in his own time, 
an<l tl~ose amendments will lJe considered as pending ; and at 
tllc expiration of four hours the pre,ious _ql!estion to be con
sicler ed .as ordered on tlle resolution and all amendments to final 
passage. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 1\fissouri asks unani
mous consent that general debate proceed on this resolution for 
four hours, llalf tlle time to be controlled by himself and the 
other half by the gentleman from l\Iichigan [i\fr. YouNG]; that 
during that debate any l\Iember sball be permitted in his own 
time to offer an amendment and llaye it considered as pending, 
and tllat at the end of the four hours the preYious question 
shall be considered as ordered on the resolution and pending 
amendments. 

l\Ir. IlUCKER of l\Iissouri. Of course, I suppose it is under
stood that my request is that the preYious question shall !Jc 
considered as ordereu when the general debate ceases, even if it 
does not run for four hours. 

The SPEAKER. Ce-rtainly. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

:Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from Mis
souri begins-I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman after he 
begins-I desire to say that I voted for a similar resolution 
some time ago, and have voted for it two or three times; and I 
want to ask the gentleman from Missouri if he will not, for my 
benefit and the benefit of others here who have thus voted, 
kindly explain the difference between this resolution and tllc 
resolution tllat was passed in the House the last time the 
subject was before the House. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I am going to con
sume but a few minutes' time in the discussion of this question. 
Some criticism has been made here that we are proceeding with 
undue haste, and suggestions have also been heard that the re
port accompanying this resolution was printed within the last 
hour or two; that the resolution itself was only introduced dur
ing this session of Congress and within the last 10 days. 

l\lr. Speaker, charged with responsibility to faithfully serve a 
great constituency, on the first day that this House convened, 
the first hour it was possible to do so, I introduced a resolution 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States authorizing the election of Senators by a direct Yote of 
the people. On the second day of this session this resolution 
was introduced. Just as soon as the committees of this House 
were formed I sought to advise members of the committee that 
this measure would be considered, and invited their attendance 
upon a meeting of the committee. 

If there is blame to attach because members of the commit
tee which reported this resolution have not had more time for 
consideration, it is not due to any fault of the committee on 
committees, which announced the make-up of the Democratic 
side of all the committees of this House even before the House 
met, but it is due to the committee on committees on the minor
ity side, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN], who took 
until last Tuesday, day before yesterday, as I understand, to 
announce his committees. 

But I am not going to discuss that ; neither will I be drawn 
into a discussion of the fact that various changes from time to 
time have appeared in the language employed in these seyeral 
resolutions which have been introduced. Let me say in a gen-1 

eral way all of those resolutions present a similar thought and 
had a common purpose. They all respond to a sentiment in this 
Nation which is as wide as the Republic, a sentiment which 
permeates our :-luntry from the Atlantic to the Pacific, a senti
ment which is ~ompelling Representatives to respond to public 
will. The deliberate judgment of the people of the United 
States, of the great mass of the people, demands that we reform 
the method of electing Senators by changing from a system 
which has sullied the fair names of States and traduced the 
character of gentlemen who have sought and won high political 
honors. The people demand that Senators of the United States 
who serve them in the highest legislative tribunal in the world 
shall be elected by a direct vote and shall respona to the will 
of the people. Gentlemen dilate upon the great constitutional 
questions involved-and they are great questions-and who 
aclmo::llsh us to prudence and deliberation, forget that for 20 
years or more the people of the United States have compelled 
obedience to their will in tllis Cllamber and secured the passage 
of innumerable resolutions through this House. 

There has been gra~e difficulty, I grant, for the people to 
reach the ear of all public servants. Just as you remove in 
point of distance a man charged with great responsibilities 
from the source which gave him power, just to that ex.tent you 
diminish the opportunity of those who confer the power to get a 
response to popular appeal to that public servant. We stand with 
the great rank nnd file of the American people, and demand that 
this very clay the House shall again go on record in favor of 
this great reform measure, pledged in platforms and adyocated 
by leading spirits in all political parties. I trust the House of 
Representatives will again, and on this clay, send greetings to 
the American people that we yield to their desires and cheer-

fully respond to their demands by sending to the Senate of the 
United States a resolution providing for an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States by which the people will be 
able to vote directly for United States Senators. As to the 
form of tlle resolution, I desire to state that according to my 
information the pending resolution has received more considera
tion in another body, has IJeen more deliberately, dispassion
ately, and intelligently discussed there than any other resolu
tion on this subject eyer submitted to either House of Con
grei;s, and that- by reason of and on account of the fact that 
this identical resolution was fully and ably discussed in tha t 
body during the last session, and because it secured such a 
large support there, a support which will be augmented, I IJe
Iie,-e, by others who are now MemlJers of that body, thus mak
ing the passage of this resolution an assured fact, your com
mittee has accepted it and recommended its adoption by the 
House. 

For these reasons largely, and because of its own merits, we 
ha1e seen fit to report here in identical words the resolution 
reported by the Senate Committee on Judiciary during the last 
session of Congress. Mr. Speaker, the last time this resolution, 
or a similar resolution, passed this House-

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know whether 
there is any possibility of gentlemen on this side having an op
portunity to hear whnt is going on in this Hall? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California makes the 
point of order that the Honse is not in order. 'Ihe point is wC'll 
taken. Gentlemen upon this side of the Hall have a right to 
hear the debate, and those who desire to converse will please 
retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. IlAKER. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman from l\lis
souri begins, I want to say this--

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from California? 

Mr. IlUCKER of Missouri. 'l'he speech the gentleman is go
ing to make is a good one, but I can not yield right now. 

Mr. RAKER. I nm not going to take up any time, but it 
seems this part of the Hall here--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is not in 
order. 

Mr. RAKER. But the gentleman yielded. 
The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman refused to yie1d. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the Inst time a 

resolution similar to this passed this House it passed nnd~ 
suspension of the rules and was declared to have reccivec.1 two
thircls of all the votes cast, but, as a matter of fact, it received 
about seven-eighths of all the votes. 

Before that, and only a few years ago, a similar resolution 
passed the House, and my recollection is that on a viva voce 
vote there was not a single vote cast against its passage. In 
other words, I believe that for the last 15 or 20 years rmblic 
sentiment has been crystallizing around this grcnt question, a 
question so important, I think, to the future of tllis great Re
public that gentlemen here will gladly respond to public \Yill 
and to their conception of duty and vote this resolution up to 
the other end of this Capitol. 

Believing that this measure will receive practically unanimous 
support, and believing tllat every gentleman here on both sid.es 
of this Hall who is really in favor of thls great reform, who 
really wants to see the Constitution amended as proposed, will 
vote down every amendment offered, either by gentlemen on 
that side or by gentlemen on this, I now ask the gentleman 
from 1\Iiclligan [Mr. YouNa] to consume a part of his time, and. 
I resenc tlle balance of my own. 

l\Ir. YOU.rTG of Michigan. l\Ir. Speaker, it is not my purpose 
to consume ycry much of the time of the Honse upon this pro110-
sition. This House has on several occasions passecl joint reso
lutions in favor of the election of United States Senators by n 
direct vote of the people. I take it that the sentiment upon 
that question is overwhelmingly in favor of the proposition on 
both sides of this Chamber. And it is not any part of my 
purpose to oppose that feature of this resolution. 

At the last session of Congress, as I recollect it, a resolution 
in fayor of election of Members of the Senate by the direct vote 
of the people was passed in this body without a division. But, 
sir, this resolution goes much further than that, and · I wish 
the House to know exactly what they arc doing when they vote 
u11on this resolution. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
IlucK.ER] has said that this resolution is the same as that wllich 
was reported to the Senate by Senator BoRAII Inst winter, but 
he has omitted to say that it is a very different proposition 
from that which was finally submitted to the Senate nnd u11on 
which tlle final vote was taken. 'l'llis resolution provides for 
an amendment of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1, of the 
Constitution. That has nothi!lg to do directly with the question 



1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. 207 
of whether the people should themselves vote for Members of 
the Senate or whether they should be chosen by the State 
lc~isJaturcs. 

.Mr. JA~fEJS . Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Tlle SPE.A..KER. Does the gentleman from .l\iichignn yield 
to tJie gentlem::m from Kentucky? 

Mr. YOUNG of 1\Iiclligan. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JAMES. The gentleman lllis stated tllat this resolu

tion· as now proposed is not the same one that was votecl upon 
in the Senate. 

lUr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes, sir . 
. Mr. JAMES. Now, tlrnt is true; but is not this the same 

resolution that was reported by tile Ju<liciary Committee of the 
Senate before it was amended there? 

Mr. YOUNG of :Michigan. The gentleman from J\.1issouri 
[Mr. RccKE:R] has already said that, and I h:rre said thrrt. 

l\lr. JAMES. I thought you ought to put thnt in your re
marks so that your side migllt know that their own party 
reported this proposition in the Senate, which is identical to 
the one here offered now. 

Mr. YOUNG of Miclligu.n. If tbe gentleman had been gi"dug 
his usual attention, he would llave heard me say it. 

Mr. J.A.l\IES. I do not think the gentleman was as clear as 
he usuul1y is or I woulcl not have di·awn the deduction I did. 

i\fr. YOUKG of Michigan. Section 4 of Article I of tlle Con
stitution, pnrngraph 1, which it is proposed to amcn<l, is in the 
following language : 

The timeR, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives . shall IJ.c prescribed in cuch State by the legislature 
thereof ; but the Congress m:iy at any time by law make or alter such 
1:egulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

The effect of this amendment now proposed is to strike out 
the portion of the Constitution wllich gives to the Congress of 
the United States if it desires tlle right to regulate the election 
of Senators in tlle States, a power whicll has been held by the 
Congress of the United States since the forID!ltion of the Con
stitution and which at some future time it may be ex:tremcJy 
necessary that it should exercise. 

nfr. MARTIN of South Dakota . Will the gcntlemn.n yield? 
Tlle SPEAKER. Docs the gentJem:m from Michigan [Mr. 

YouNa] yield to the gentleman from South Dakota [l\:!r. l\Lrn
TIN]? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 
Mr. MARTIN of Soutll Dakota. The ctieet of the adoption 

of the amendment in the form proposed in this resolution would 
be to create the condition by which Congress would still haye 
po-r;cr to regulate the election pertaining to Members of the 
Hou:::e and not of the Senate, would it not? 

l\:fr. YOUNG of MicWgan. I wisll to say that I do not know. 
And I have studied the language as fnr as I have had oppor
tunity to do so. I think it ·was undoubtedly the intention of 
the men who framed thls provision to 1caye that power oyer 
the election of Ilepresentuti"ves. But I do not know whether 
they lrn.ve done it or not. 

~Jr. MARTIN of South Dakota.. It would certainly lea:ve no 
power as to the election o.f Senn.tors with Congress. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. .Absolutely none. If the words of 
the aruendmeut to the Constitution whlch it is proposed to adopt 
a.re approved by a sufficient number of States, it would in terms 
take away tlic power even to regula.te tile election of Members 
of tl.lis House, and I nm not sure whether that is cured by tbc 
words of the resolution, which are as follows : 

That in lleu of all of p11ragraph 1 of section 4, in so far as the 
same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter rc.,<7U.lations 
as to the time of holding elections for Senators-

Ancl so forth. 
That is in the resolution. It is not in the amendment. The 

In.nguage of the amendment would apply to both, and i t is 
attempted to cure that by this ambiguous language. 

Now, sir, nobody can foresee .the future. Nobody can tell 
h ow necessary it may be in the future in some State or States 
of this Union for Congress to have the power of regulating the 
election of Senators of the United States. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. 1\Ir. Speaker-
Tlle SPIM.KER. Does the gentlcma..n. yield? 
Mr. YOUNG of 1\Iichigan. I do. 
Mr. HAMILTON of l\Iichigan. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask 

the gentleman if he has prepared an amendment to cure this 
apparent defect? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I shall otier :.m runendment, now 
that the gentleman has suggested. it. I will d.o i t ut this point, 
and I will ask thnt it be rend a t the Clerk's desk and be con
sidered a.s pending. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : . 
Amend by striking out, on page 1, line 7, a ll afte.r th.e wor.d " vacan

cies" up to and including the word " Sen!ltors," in lme 10, and, on 
p2ge 2, by striking out all of lines O. 10, and 11. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wiJl mnl'k that as " Amendment 
No. 1." 

Mr. KENDALL. Mr. Spoaker--
'l'he SPEAKER. Docs tile gentleman yielcl to the gentleman 

from Iowa? 
~fr . YOUNG of Michigan. I yield. 
JHr. KENDALL. Ilefore the gentleman proceeds further, 

I want to iuquire whether, if his amendment were uclopted, it 
would restore this resolution to llie condition it was in when it 
was -roted Ui10D in th.e Senate? 

l\Ir. YOUNG of l\:Iicllign.n.. ~1bsolutely. 
Now, :Mr. Speaker, 1 will ask le::rrn to withdraw the amend

ment just offere<l arnl submit it in a little different form, recit
ing tbe lnng-nagc. nut it is of the sume effect. 

tJ'l!c SPFdh."ER. The gentleman from Michigan withdraws 
his first amendment. ' 

:r.rr. YOUNG of :\Iichi~an . I ask that the modified amendment 
be read at tbe desk and considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Glerk will report the amenclment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend as folloy;-s : 
Strike out on page 1 the language beginning in line. 7, as follows : 

"And in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said .Article I, in 
so far as the sn.me relates to any authority in Congress to 1:fiake ~or 
alter r eg-n lations as to the times or manner of holding- olect10ns ... or 
Senn.tors." · 

1
• o 

.And strike out on page 2 the language beginnin~ m me , us 
follows : · 

"The time:;, places, anll manner of holclin9 elections for .~enators 
shall be as prescribed in c:ich State by the legislature thereof. 

l\Ir. CALDER. Tlmt makes it clear. 
Mr. COOPER. 1\lr. Spcaker--
Tlle SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 

to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 
:Thlr. YOUNG of Michigun. I do. 
Mr. COOPER Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 

Michigan if that is substantially willlt is lmown as the · Suther
land amendment? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It is absolute1y the ~me as the 
Suthe1•Jand amendment. 

Mr. KENDALL. Wili the gentleman yield for a. question? 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Yes. 
l\I.r. KE1'1DA.LL. That would, preserve to the people the right 

to -rote directly fo r a. Sena.tor, but it would retain in the Con
gross the au thority to fix tlle time, pln.ce, and manner of elec
tion? 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. Not the pln.ce, I should say. The 
time is exce11ted. 

Mr. IlAR'l'tETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
TJ.ie SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Georgia? · 
i\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. I do. 
l\Ir. BARTLETT. Docs the gentleman think th.at the n..'llend

ment affects the right of the States to prescribe the qua1iflca
tion~ of voters who -.ote for United States Senators, and th.e 
administration of the laws reJatiYe to s~1ch election~, :mu the 
power to appoint officers to superintend tile election of Uuited 
States Senators ; and will it not authorize Congress to authoriz-e 
uncl control the officers of the election of Unitec1 Sb~ te::; Sena.
tors, such ns clerks, United States marshals, un<l, other o:!Ilccrs 
to supervise theni ? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I would not attempt, in the little 
time th!l.t I have for the consideration of this matter, to s:1y 
just llow far the authority of Congress would go under tbat 
amendment, but I will say this to the gentlemnn, that it would 
be just exactly the same as it is to-day, tl.lat there would be no 
difference; that i t simply lea-.es in the Constitution a pro\·1_sion 
tt.nt is there now. 

l\fr. BARTLETT. With reference to what-with reference to 
Representatives ? 

Mr. YOUNG of llichigan. No; Representatives and Senators. 
1\-lr. BARTLETT. Then, it is tbe purpose of this n.mendm~t. 

as I understand it, whether e:\.!lressed in so many words or not, 
to yest in Congress, or, as the gentleman l.J.as put it, to Jen.ye in 
Con<·-rcss, us he now construes the Constitution to mean, the full, 
e:s:cl7IBive, plenary power to r egulate everything with reference 
to the election of United Stutes Senators. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It leaves the same power th.nt we 
have nt present, n o more and no less ; the power under which 
this Government has existed ever since the Constitution was 
adopted. 
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Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit another Mr. ADAIR Mr. Speaker, as long as I have a voice and vote 
question-- in this House I shnll stand for all reforms de~anded by the 

Mr. YOUNG of Michignn. Oh, yes. patriotic and intelligent 1oters of the country. During my four 
Mr. BARTLE'l"l'. I am sorry my friend is not a little more years of service in this bocly I have consistently and vcrsistently 

frank about the matter. I do not charge him with not being fought all forms of special privilege intended to l>encfit the few 
sincere, but-- at the expense of the many. I have vigorously OTl!'lOSed all 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Oh, if the gentleman's party propositions to raid the Government Treasury by the granting 
friends had given us a little more time to consider this matter of subsidies and haYc insisted upon an economical administra
I might have been al>le to give a more complete answer to the tion of the affairs of government to the end tllat the burdens 
gentleman from Georgia. of the people may be lightened. · 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman "ill permit me, r want The country is. to be cong1:atulated upon the fact that tl~e 
to sny that I favor this resolution as it has been introduced; pre~ent Demo~rabc membership of the House stanus as a u:i;itt 
and I am :rnrry that the gentleman from :Michigan [Mr. YouNG] agmn~t the .evils I have e~umerated and has already shown i~s 
and his party associates on the committee and in the House good m~ent10ns and devotion to the people and t.o tlle country 
bave not all the time that they deem reasonably necessary. If J by c~1ttmg do.~ the expenses .of the House over $182,000 ger 
I hnd it in my power, on every important question I would give year' and ~hi~ is_ but a drop m the bucke~ as comp:ired ~Ith 
you full opportunity to amend and discuss; but 1 want to say wh~t. we will ... aye the people wh~n the vn.r10us dep~rtme~t! of 
to the Rouse and to the gentleman, that if that amendment is g~'er?ment are plac.cd on a busrn~ss basis. We are -g~mb to 
adopted I think there are many of us who will under no cir- Pl3;Ctlce what we preach by reducmg the cost of government 

4-~ t f thi . 1 t' ' th th t d t •t to its actual needs. cumsw.nces vo e or . ~ reso u ion wi a ai;nen men upon 1 • And now we come to another great reform-the election of 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan .. I am not surprised a~ the ~tate- United States Senators by a direct vote of the people. 

ment of the gentleman .. It d~scloses a state of a.ffairs. which I Mr. Speaker, I introduced n joint resolution in the Sixtieth 
had s~specte~l, that .there are s~me gentlemen m this House Congress, reintroduced it in the Sixty-first Congress, and again 
who are not m ~avor of the el~ction of ~~nat~rs by the people, introduced it on the first day of this session proposing an 
and :yet, w~~ ~ill Tote for this P:opositwn if th~y can have amendment to the Constitution providing for the election of 
~ombmed with it the other propos1t10n, to lea;e it absolutely Senators of the United States by a direct vote of the people. 
m the power of a co:rupt St~te to defea~ the will of ~he people The resolution is as follows: 
and to defeat the will of t111s body, while the Amencan Con
gress stands by utterly helpless. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Now, l\lr. Speaker, I wish to say--

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 

to the gentleman from Texas? · 
l\lr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will yield . to my friend from 

Texas. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. I should like to inquire where, in the opin

ion of the gentleman, tllese corrupt .States are? 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Many States at times have been 

corrupt. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. Shake not your gory locks at us. You ca.n 

not find them in the South. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. It has been charged by southern 

gentlemen at times. 
Mr. CLAYTON. Some of the Southern States were cor

ruptly governed during the reconstruction period by the Repub
lican Party and carpetbaggers and scalawags put in charge of 
the State go>ernments of the South by the Republican Party, 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

l\lr. YOUNG of Michigan. I do not care to be drawn into all 
of these side issues, but I wish to say just one word about the 
manner in which this resolution appears here; and I want to 
say, in the first place, that I do not cast any reflection of un
fairness upon the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RUCKER]; the 
chairman of this committee, or his party colleagues, but I do 
think they ha-f'e acted with undue hnste in forcing this im
portant matter before this body with so little chance to consider 
it. Of course I do not think that this body needs much time to 
consider the principal proposition, the election of Senators by 
the people, but it does need time to consider the langunge 
which shall be written into the Constitution of the United 
States to endure, perhn.ps, for ages. This Committee on the 
Election of President and Vice President was appointed dny 
before yesterday in the afternoon. Thnt evening the gentleman 
from MiRsouri sent out notices for a meeting the next morning 
at 10 o'clock. Many gentlemen, like myself, had public business 
in the depnrtments that morning, and we did not reach our 
committee room until nfter this meeting hnd been held. The 
gentleman from New York [1\Ir. DANFORTII], a member of the 
minority, reached there a few minutes before the committee 
concluded its proceedings. 

I charge no bnd faith, I charge no nttempt to prevent the 
minority's being present, but the effect of it all wns that the 
matter was not considered by either side of the House with any 
degree of cnre, and if it hnd been, I do not believe the resolu
tion would have come in here with such crudities of language 
in it as appear in many instnnces. I hope that the gentlemen 
on the other side of the Rouse will forego their desire to take 
from the Congress of the United States the power, in any event, 
to regulate the election of Senators, thnt they will permit this 
amendment to be adopted and the resoltttion, substantially as 
introduced except in that respect, to pass. [Applause.] I re-
serve the balance of my time. · 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield. to the gen
tleman from Indian~ [:Mr. ADAIR]. 

Joint resolution (H. J . Res . 20) proposing an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United Stutes proYiding for the election of Senators of 
the United States. 
Resolved by tlw Sc1rnte and House of Representatives of the United 

States of Amc1·ica in Congress assemulcd (tu;o-thirus of each Hous e con
curri11g therein), That the following amendments. be proposed to t!Je 
lefo-islatures of the several States, which, when rat1fieu by three-fourtns 
o said legislatures, shall become and be a part of the Const itution, 
namely: In lieu of the first and second paran-raphs of section 3 of 
Article I of the Constitution of the United States of America the fol
lowing shall be prtJposed as an amendment to the Constitution: 

" s~:c. 3. That the Senate of the United StRtes shall be composed of 
two 8enntors from each State, who shall be elected b:v a direct votr: of 
the people thereof for a term of six years, and each Senator shall have 
one vote; a plurality of the votes cast for candidates for Senator shall 
elect, and the electors shall have the qualifications requisite for electors 
of the most numerous b-c·an·~h of the State legislature. 

"Wilen vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, in the repre· 
sentatlon of any State in the Senate the same shall be filled for the 
unexpired term thereof in the same manner as iR provided for the 
election of Senators in paragraph one: Provided, That the executive 
thereof shall make temporary appointment until the next general or 
special election, held in accordance with the statutes or constitution of 
such State. 

"This amendment shall ntJt be so constrned as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part of the 
Constitution." 

l\Ir. Speaker, this joint resolution shows where I have stood 
for several years on this great :ind important question. I 
am one of those who believe tlle p·eople can be trnsted, and the 
closer the relationship between tl.le Government and the people 
the better it will be for all concerned. In my judgment the 
nearer a governmental agency is to the source of power the 
greater will be its value, probity, nnd efficiency.. Direct re
sponsibility results in honesty, and good fnitll sustains the 
wa>ering, lends encouragement to the timid, nnd exposes and 
defeats the unworthy, incompetent, and corrupt. The_ tendency 
of government the world o>er is toward tlle l)eople. Tbe mo1e
ment is gradual, but continuous and persistent; there has been 
no backward step ; no retrogression or recession. Without llaste 
or thougllt of reh·acing our steps we ha>e moved forwnrcl in tbe 
direction of liberty and the closer relationship l>etwcen tllo 
peo11le and the Government. 

l\fr. Speaker, the resolution before 1.he Honse is one of great 
importance. It is a long step in the right direction, and wlleu 
enncted into law the will of the people will be supreme in the 
United S_tates Senate. Wealth, plutocracy, and subserviency 
to the interests will no longer be tlle quulificntions necessary 
for a Senator, but rugged honesty, recognized ability, admitted 
capacity, and wide experience will be required of those who 
occupy a seat in the highest lawmaking body of the laud. I 
know, Mr. Speaker, there are some who style themselves as 
"watch dogs" of the Constitution, who come forwnrd with a 
storm of condemnation whenever it is proposed to amend that 
document. I am free to confess thnt in my llnmb1e judgment 
no instrument in the llistory of tbe world compares with the 
Constitution of the United States, but Article V of the Consti
tution gives Congress the power of amendment, nnd this right 
has been exercised time and agnin as the exigencies demnnded. 

Both time and experience have shown that as n whole the 
Constitution is good and wise and the people have gi>en it their 
heartiest approval; but devotion to the instrument itself should 
prompt us to make such changes as will insure to the people 
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the greatest degree of liberty. When those who formed this 
Go-\ernment looked over the world they saw nothing but arbi
trary go\ernrne;1ts; a monarchial form of government preYailed 
el'erywherc. Their experiment was great and grand, yet it 
was bazar<lous. They were determined, howeYer, to form a 
government of the people. Some of them, realizing the splendid 
ability and the \ast capn.city of the American people for self
goyernment, were willing to lay aside all of the shackles and 
forms of arbitrary government, but there were others who had 
less faith in the people for self-government and insisted on 
retaining some of the influences and agencies peculiar to a 
monarchical form of government. I believe experience hns 
taught us that such agencies can safely be dispensed with and 
that we can with perfect safety bring the Government closer 
to the people by allowing them to vote direct for United States 
Senators. 

Mr. Speaker, the present method of electing Senators has 
made the United States Senate the home of many men of 
great wealth, whoEe hearts do not beat in sympathy with the 
interests of the plain people and who never would have oc
cupied a seat in that body if their election nad been left to a 
direct vote of the people. We have reached a time in the his
tory of the country when the Senate is no l_onger looked upon 
as the safe, conservatiYe body, the so-called balance wheel, 
but is looked upon with dread and apprehension by the average 
.American citizen, while the House, with all its faults and un
certainties, is regarrlecl as tlle representative body of the Ameri
can people, where can be heard the voice of the average citizen 
and where his rights will l>e protected and enforced. This con
dition is due to_ the fact that legislatures are frequently invndeu 
by men of great wealth, shrewdness, and audacity, and .the 
rights of the people ,give wny to the exactions of corporate 
power; and he who can serve the corporations by controlling a 
legislature, throngh intrigue or persuasion, is regarded as fully 
equipped for service as a Senator, in which position he can 
guard and protect the interests of the corporation he serYes. 
In this way the standard for the exalted position of United 
States Senator is debased by corporate influence. The wire
puller nnd the schemer are frequently preferred to the states
man and the patriot, and the proud title of United States Sena
tor has lost much of its power in the suspicions which rest in 
the public mind as to the manner and conditions of their se
lection. 

Mr. Speaker, when Senators are elected by the people there 
will be no legislative deadlocks, which in the past have not 
only resulted in scandal, but have frequently depriYed certain 
States of an equal representation in this body. The Constitutio1. 
provides that each State shall be entitled to two Senators, but 
during the past 20 years there bas scarcely· been a time when 
one or more States were not tied up in a deadlock over the 
election of a Senator, and therefore were deprived of their fair 
and equal representation. This was an injustice to the State 
and unfair to the whole country. 

The present system has had an evil effect on the election of 
members of the legislatures. The two seats in the United States 
Senate for each State are highly coveted prizes in American 
public life, and as long as legislatures choose our Senators, 
those who covet these prizes will make it their business to 
choose members of the legislatures, and in this way much cor
ruption and fraud will creep into our public life. 

It has been said by another that tl.le United States Senate of 
to-day may be likened unto the Roman senate of old. Rome, at 
the zenith of her power, boasted of the learning of her senators, 
which has been handed down to posterity and forms to-day the 
masterwork of the Latin tongue. But her senate ·became the 
goal of those who bought their seats with their gold, thus driv
ing out the men whose brilliancy shone in brains alone; their 
laws began to decline; the people lost their virility; they lost 
their manhood and they lost Rome. Money is forever the same. 
Its one inherent quality in the social universe is cohesion. Its 
power wherever exercised is proportionate to its mass. Sep
arated from tlle individuality of its owner it becomes a menace 
to the body politic, the destroyer of social equality and the 
creator of caste. The immortal Lincoln, with keen insight, 
foresaw the future of the United States Senate when he 
prophetically admonished his countrymen to "beware of the 
money power which seeks to perpetuate its reign until the 
wealth of the country bas passed into the hands of the few and 
the Nation is lost." 

Mr. Speaker, I belie1e the only way to remedy these evils is 
to so change the Constitution that the people may vote direct 
for Senators the same as they now vote for Members of the 
House. Every l\Iember of Congress who believes in a ·repub
lican form of goyernment, a go-vernment by the people and for 
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the people, and who is in favor of preserving the sovereignty in 
the hands of the citizens will vote for this resolution. Its auop. 
tion will bring the Government closer to the people, will preyent 
corruption and scandal in State legislatures, will lessen the 
temptation of political parties to gerrymander legislatiYe dis
tricts for partisan purposes, and will make United States Sen
ators directly responsible to the· individual citizen. We have 
recently passed a resolution providing for a great exposition to 
be held in the city of San Francisco to celebrate the completion 
of the Panama Canal, to which we have invited the nations of 
the world. How fitting it would be to signalize it by the sub
mission and adoption of this amendment to the Constitution, 
thus publishing to the world that the greatest Republic on earth 
has gi1en to its people direct control of the legislative depart
ment of Go1ernment. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this resolution will pass without a dis
senting voice. 

Mr. RUCKER of l\fissouri. I now yield 15 minutes to my 
colleague on the committee [Mr. HOBSON]. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, replying to the gentleman from 
Michigan [l\Ir. YOUNG], who has just spoken, and to his criticism 
of haste on the part of the committee, I wish, as a. member of 
ihe committee, to state, as doubtless the chairman will later 
state at some length, that the question of consideration of this 
measure was taken up by the committee, and it was the unani
mous view of the members present at yesterday's meeting, in· 
eluding members of the minority, that there would be no prcju· 
dice, no undue haste, in its consideration at yesterday's meeting, 
and in tuking a vote at the same meeting. In view of the ab
sence of E:everal members, including the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. YouNG], it wns agreed by unanimous consent that 
though the vote of absent members would not affect the vote 
of the committee, they would be given the right to ·rnte on the 
question and be so recorded by the committee. 

CIVIL GOYERX:UENT EVOLVED FROM MILITARY ORGANIZATION, 

Mr. Speaker, this question involves the organic law of this 
land. .America is the only country wher~ there is, strictly 
speaking, constitutional or organic law. History shows that 
governments grew out of military organizations that were cre
ated primarily for the puri10se of a better self-defense. They 
started when families in the face of common enemies stopped 
their own quarrels and organized clans. Out of these military 
organizations clan governments were formed. When clans, 
confronted- by a common danger, submerged their <lifferences and 
formed tribes, the larger military organization gave birth to 
tribal go,·ernment. Wllen great warring tribes, confronted by a 
common danger, united and formed nations, the still larger 
rnilitnry organizations gave birth to the great monarchical gov
ernments of to-day. 

Growing out of military systems the olcler goyernments of the 
world :ue patterned on military lines. 

Anyone familiar with a military organization knows that 
power to be effective must be concentrated, must be lodged in 
a supreme head, whose authority is transmitted downward in 
gra<lunl stages until it reaches the rank and file of the army. 
In this way every government of history, including the gov
ernment from which ours sprang, originally lougcd authority in 
a supreme head and in a hierarchy of nobility, practically ex
cluding the masses of the people from dril ns from military 
authority. The rulers, being human, and holding the power, 
naturally adopted the hereditary principle for its transmission 
an<l . perpetuation. 
EVOLUTIONARY TRANSFER OF AUTIIOlllTY FRO:\l RULERS TO TIIE PEOPLE. 

When self-defense and war rame to occupy not all but only 
a part of the thought of the Nation, the military principle in 
government began to yield to a growing demand of the people 
for a share in civil authority. .As the normal condition of 
society steadily became more one of peace and less one of war 
the necessity for centralization of power steadily declined, and 
the demand of the people for participation in goyernment 
steadily grew and gradually overcame the opposition of heredi
tary rulers, reluctant to part with power. It can be stated 
broadly that tlle progress of civil government has been a steady 
ernlution of decentralization-the slow but steady passing down 
of authority from .rulers to the people. 

The fact of fundamental importance for us to remember at 
this juncture is that, in spite of setbacks due to revolutionary 
excesses in particular case~, the results have been beneficent, 
tending toward the progress of the world. The question for 
us to determine in passing upon this resolution is simply 
whether its provisions are revolutionary or evolutionary. If 
they are . evolutionary, then the light of all history shows that 
they are wise and should be adopted. 
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TIIll COXSTITUTIO:N' AN EVOLUTION. 

The fastest evolution has taken place in Anglo-Saxon I:inds, 
where the monarch and the nobility haye been shorn of most 
of their power. .At the time that our Government was founded 
a conviction had crystallized in the Anglo-Saxon worid that the 

. supreme cinl imwcr could be lodged safely in the hands of 
the people th~mselvcs [applause]; and when this Union was 
estab1ishec1, the supreme power of the land was lodged in the 
people and cxpre~ed in their organic law. As great as was 
the forward step in the adoption of the Constitution, it was 
e\olutionary and not re-volutionary, for our fathers in their 
wistlom fully realized the limitations and weaknesses of human 
nature, and the difficulties and cln.ngers that naturally beset 
the practical operations of decentralized, popular government. 
The very organic instrument that lodged supreme power in 
the hands of the people provided in its practical operation for 
a double s.ystem of restraints, the restraints of subdilision, 
and the restraints ~f representatirn agents. 

OUllS A GOVEn"N"M.E!'.->r OF RESTRAINTS . 

The two great divisions of authority are the individual States 
and the United States. The authority lodged in the people of 
indiYidual States and in their governments constitutes a funda
mental balance and check upon the exercise of the powers lodged 
in foe Federal Government. 

The powers of the Federal Government and, indeed, of all the 
State governments n.re further subdivided into three coordi
nate branches-legislative, judicial, executive. The legisla.ti..,..e 
branch is still further diT"ided into two houses, .an upper an<l a 
lower house. 

Restruint through the employment of representative agents 
is as largely developed as restraints through subdivision. All 
of the actual operations of government, as provided in the Con
stitution, arc carried on throu;;h representative agents, and 
most of the operations nre in the hands of agents chosen by 
agc~1ts. In only one house of one branch, the lower house of 
tile 1egislati\c branch, . are the agents chosen by the people 
thcrr:sel\es. Under the Constitution the upper house of the 
legislative branch and the executive brunch are two degrees 
remo\ed from the people, while the judicial branch is three 
degrees removed from the people. 

With such a combined system of checks and restraints the 
Constitution of the United States in vesting the supreme power 
in the people and even permitting universal or manhood suffrage 
was only a step in evolution, and not a matter of revolution in 
Anglo-Sa::s::on institutions. 

UIITOLUTIO:N' IhlPOSSIIlLE IN AMERICA, 

In providing for changes or amendments the Constitution 
contempla.ted further evolution, and in the method of amending, 
the restraints and ~afeguards n.re so developed that violent 
and revolutionary changes are practically impossible. 

In the eYolutionary development of nearly a century and a 
quarter there has been no funclamentn.l change in the system 
of subdivision of powers either between the Federal GoYern
ment and the State goycrnments or between the branches of 
the Federal Government or the branches of government in any 
State. The Federal GoYernment is exercising its powers more 
and more and is entering fields that appear new, but in reality 
no new powers han~ been assumed. '£here is at times talk of 
usurpation of power on the part of one branch of the Govern
ment, but in reality no organic chn.nge or practice has taken 
place. 

IJVOLUTIO~ IlESTUICTED. 

EYolutionnry development has been confined. and is now con
fined to extending the control of the people over ropresenmtive 
agents. The first development was in the assumption of power 
to vote for the Executive, bringing this brnnch of government 
dO'\YU to one degree instead of two degrees removed.. It 111'..1st 
!Jc rememberccl, however, that though the people vote substan
tially for Presidents, the candidates arc still chosen by con
ycntions, or are mo degrees removed, though individual States, 
A.lnb:una first, and now Oregon, are giving the people oppor
tunity to vote on their choice of candidates for the Presidency. 
This crnlutionr..ry development has been long in use, though 
without formal amendment to the Constitution, and its e.trects 
ha n.~ been b~n::ficbl. The right to vote directly on.. candiclntes 
for tJJ.2 Presldency wlll doubtless be extended to all the States. 
Tte proposition now is to bring down the election of Sena.tors 
to <'l direct Yote, making these representative agents one degree 
im;te:1 d of two degrees removed froli'.l the people. 

DIIlECT ELECTIOX OF SEXATORS on:nnUE. 

The power to do this has already been assumed by the people 
in many of the indivillu::i.l States, and the experience in each 
case has con.firmed the conviction, which is now almost univer
sal, that it should · be extended in a formal way to all the 

States. Such an amendment is clearly n :J tep in the e1olution 
of government; the time is clearly more than ripe for the step 
to be taken. There is no tinge of revolution in the proposition. 
The results could only be advantageous. It would be the part 
of wisdom for this amendment to be adopted and the people to 
be gi1en this added control of elections. 

I realize that men have always differed as to the part that 
the people should take in the affairs of government, and that 
this difference lies at the foundation of all party governments. 
One temperament, one type of mind, has more confidence in the 
masses of the people than the other type of mind. One type 
wants the Go-vernment conserved more as it hns been. and that 
type forms the basis for the conservative party in every nation. 
'rhe other type of mind wants the Government brought down 
more rapidly to the people; it is more liberal in its confidence in 
the people, and that type forms the basis for the liberal party 
in every go-vcrnment. There may be changes of the names, 
there may be many parties springing up for particular pur
poses at particular times, but in the long evolution of govern
ment in all countries where there is a conception of populnr 
goyernment this will be the fundamental dividing line between 
the two great parties. 

ONLY UE.A.CTIO:N'.ARIES CA.:N' OPPOSE MEASUUI'l. 

The time is so ripe for this step-the election of Senators 
by uirect vote of the people-it has been so thoroughly considered 
a11d so widely tried out in individual Stutes; it is such a com
paratively short step and so in keeping with the manifest 
evolution of our institutions tll:it even the conservative element 
in our midst can freely accept it without misgi-ving. Only men 
of reactionary temperament can harbor misgivings. 

It should be borne in mind that the amendment woul<l have 
no effect upon the division of powers between the Fed.em.I Gov
ernment and the individual States. It tukes from the Federal 
GoYernment no power granted by the Constitution; it takes 
from the States no power reserved by the Constitution. It al
ters not the balance of power us between large and small Stutes, 
maintainin·g the equality of suffrage in the Senate, nor does it 
tend to any such disturbance, for Article V of the Constitution 
puts it beyond the reach of any amendment to reduce this equal 
suffrage for any State, large or small, without the con.sent of the 
State. Fm·thermore, the amendment does not alter the division 
of powers between the three coordinate branches of the Go1ern
mcnt. It only affects one form of the legislative brunch, and 
the whole change in the legislative branch would not relatively 
be as great as the change in the executive branch by the direct 
yoting of the people for the Presidents, which change has 
proved beneficial. The powers of the Senate remain unchanged ; 
tlrn term of office of Senators remains unchanged. 

Some timid minds may have misgivings that the amencl.ment 
would remove restraint upon the action of the lower House, 
needed to prevent hasty or retolutionary legislation in times of 
popular passion or enthusiasm. 

• rnACTICAL EFFECT. 

Now, follow the course of a measure consiclcroo revolution._ 
ury, originating in this House in the midst of n great wnYe of 
populur enthusiasm. After passing this House it would go to 
the Senate. Two-thirds, nt len.st, of the Senn.tors would hnve 
been elected n.t times prior to the election of the Representa
tives onc-thircl two years prior, and one-third four years prior, 
which would antedate the wave of enthusiusm; moreoyer, one
thir<1 of the Senators would hnvc terms extending two years be
yond the terms of the Representatives, nnd one-third four 
years beyond. The Senate woulcl still exercise the restraining 
function of a second branch a.nd would still be n conservative 
secon<l branch. 

Ifot cyen if such a measure pn.ssed both Houses of the 
Iegis1ntiYe branch it would promptly come upon the check of 
the executive branch, with the ...,..eto power. If it should get 
beyond this obstncle and be placc<l on the statute books it 
would be subject to review by the Supreme Court. whose 
memhcrs arc farthest remoYed from the influence of public 
clamor, holding tbcli:, offices for life, and n11pointccl by Prcsi
clents extending back oYer a long period. This Supreme 
Court would put the statute up to the test of the Constitution, 
and since this amendment does not affect the methods of amend
ing the Constitution, and since thcs-e methods make hasty ancl 
revolutionary amendments almost impossible, it mny be sniu 
that the proposed amendment still leaves it n.lmo::;t impossible to 
adopt revolutionary measures in our country. In fact, meas
ures clearly in line with public policy, conservative cb.nnges 
recognized almost universally as ndyi:-ahle, find the inllcrcnt 
impe<1iments in the wny of coustitutionnl amendment nlrnost 
insurmountable. But for these im11ediments, the election of 
Senators by direct ....-otc of the people would have been in opera
tion for the last twenty years. 
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EVOLUTION PREVENTS REVOLUTION. 

The difficulties, obstacles, checks, and restraints upon pro
gressive changes in our Government are many fold greater than 
in the English Government. It is the Slowness of response of 
the various representative ·agents, one and two degrees re
moved from the people, to the justified demands for progres
sive measures, that is causing tlie rapid growth of the movement 
for the initiative, referendum, and recall. Further failure to 
meet the growing demand for this movement will cause an 
inevitable growth of socialism. When evolutionary changes 
overdue are long withheld, then revolutionary measures grow 
in strength. Let not those who believe in representative gov
ernment think they shonld oppose all changes. Further post
poning the legitimate evolutionary step in the development of 
representative government as proposed in this resolution must 
inevitably discredit all representative governnaent--

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. HOBSON. I will ask the gentleman from Missouri if I 
mny have five minutes more? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman five 
minutes additional. 

PUBLIC CONFIDENCE IN SENATE SHAKEN. 

11-fr. HOBSON. It is no partisan spirit that constrains me to 
point out that the holding of power so long by one party has 
dammed up the stream of evolution until the waters of reform 
are overflowing. It is wiser to open the gate than to endanger 
the mill. In the blocking of legitimate reform, no agent has 
been more effective than the United States Senate. This very 
resolution is a good illustration. Thirty-one State legislatures 
have acted favorably, the House of Representatives has passed 
a similar resolution time and again, both great political parties 
have made it a part of their platforms, and yet the Senate still 
IJlocks the Wfly. It is not overstating the situation to say that 
public confidence in the Senate has been seriously shaken and 
the most serious blows to public confidence have come through 
the present method of choosing Senators by the legislatures. 

!'RESENT METHOD INVITES CORRUPTION. 

It can not be denied that the method of election by the small 
number who compose a legislature invites corruption from 
great moneyed interests seeking to secure or to hold unmo
lested the power to tax the American people by controlling the 
United States Senate, and invites corruption from men of great 
wealth seeking a similar power or seeking the honor and pres
tige of the office. 

Nothing would so restore public confidence in the Senate as 
the adoption of this resolution, giving the election over into the 
hands of the people. It is high time to restore this confidence 
of the people if we would check the formidable growth of 
socialism in the land. 

WOULD PROMOTE EFFICIEXCY OF STATE LEGISLATURES. 

It must be further admitted that the present method of elec
tion of Senators hns been accompanied by an ever increasing 
frequency of demoralization in the State legislatures. Placing 
the election o~ Senators in the hands of the people would really 
restore to the people of the State's a better control over their 
own legislatures; it would raise the standard of State legis
lators and turn the attention of the legislatures to the needs 
of the States. The passage of this resolution would thus pro
foundly promote the highest efficiency of both the Federal and 
the State Governments. · 

WOULD PROMOTE POLITICAL EDUCATION OF PEOPLE. 

But even promoting efficiency in both of our divisions of 
Government, State and national, does not measure the full 
benefits of this reform. The greatest benefit of all lies in the 
fact that it would contribute fundamentally to the political 
and patriotic development of the people themselves. The great 
law of development is recurring exercise of the activities. The 
glory of free institutions and self-government is the develop
ruent of the people through the exercise of the functions of 
government. It is wise even to go faster than the highest 
efficiency of the machinery of government · would dictate, so 
that the people in making mistakes would learn from them 
and rise to higher planes. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

l\fr. HOBSON. Would it be imposing to ask the chairman 
for threo minutes more, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not belleve I can give the 
gentleman that much time, but I will yield him one minute 
more. 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, the action called for by this 
resolution is evo1ntion. U we -are wise we will not dam it 
up. The current of evolution dammed up too long brings the 

flood of revolution. This reform is now overdue. Its delay 
has contributed to abuses and has shaken the confidence of 
the American people. The passage of this resolution is de
manded by the highest considerations of efficiency of government, 
by the hi"ghest considerations of the welfare of the people, by 
the highest considerations of the orderly evolution of free 
institutions. The people realize this. They want this reform. 
They are entitled to it. I am heartily in favor of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

1'he Chair asks the indulgence of the House for a minute. 
On the question arising this morning, whether an amendment 
was in order in general debate in the House, the Chair mixed 
up the rule in the House with the one in the Committee of the 
Whole, and the Chair asks leave to change the ruling in con
formity with the rule, as suggested by the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. MANN]. Whenever the present occupant of the chair 
makes a mistake and it is called to his notice, he will correct 
it as swiftly as he made the mistake. [Applause.] Is there ob
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. FOSTER]. 

Mr. FOSTER of. Vermont. .Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the 
popular election of United States Senators, and so I shall vote 
for this resolution submitting to the States an amendment to 
the Constitution providing therefor. I wish we might have had 
a lnrger opportunity to consider whether some amendment 
could not wisely be made to it. It seems to me, for instance, 
that the proposed amendment should provide that the regular 
election of Senators shall occur at the regular State election 
to be held next before the vacancy occurs which is to be filled. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman let me interrupt him? 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 
Mr. HARDWICK. Under the language of this amendment 

the legislature could do that if it wanted to do so. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Under the terms of this proposed 

amendment the legislature can regulate the time for such elec
tions. It is a question, however, whether the provision should 
not be in the organic law. 

l\fr. HARDWICK. I think the gentleman is right about it. 
l\fr. FOS'l'ER of Vermont. I certainly hope that such an 

amendment may be adopted before the resolution passes. 
There are those who are strongly opposed to the resolution 

because under its provisions Congress is deprived of its present 
power to regulate the time and place and manner of -electing 
United States Senators. Personally, I would be glad to see 
that power retained in Congress. But, in my judgment, this is 
not a vital defect in the proposed amendment. The Constitu
tion leaves to the legislatures of the several States the au
thority to determine how the presidential electors shall be ap
pointed. For more than a hundred years, under this provision, 
the electors have been chosen by the people. The results have 
been satisfactory. If the States can be trusted in all matters 
relating to the election of presidential electors, they can surely 
be trusted in all matters relating to the election of United 
States Senators. 

Our fathers in framing the Constitution undertook to safe
guard the Republic by removing the selection of the Chief .Ex
ecutive from the excitement of popular elections. They be
lieved that on election day the people in tlle several States 
would gather at the polls and elect their presidential electors, 
and that then these presidential electors would meet on the 
proper day and, away from the tumult and excitement of the 
populace, would select for the Chief Executive the one man 
in all the country whom they believed to be best qualified 
for the position. Their scheme was an utter failure. Nothing 
but the letter of the constitutional provision remains. To all 
intents and purposes the people of the severnl States register 
their will on election day, and tbe presidential electors whom 
they elect merely convey to the United States Senate the r e
sults of the election. 

In a similar manner, they deemed it wise to remove the sek:'
tion of United States Senators from the excitement of popular 
elections. They provided that they should be elected by the 
legislatures of the several States. This provision has already 
been nullified in many of the States, and the number of States 
nullifying it is rapidly increasing. The whole trend of public 
sentiment is in favor of the election of Senators by the people. 
If the several legislatures could be selected upon the sole issue 
of the election of such Senators, tho situation would be very 
different. Ilut such is not the fact. The legislatures arc not 
selected for this purpose primarily. Many local issues, not in
frequently burning questions, are involved in the election of 
these legislatures. For this reason, and for many reasons 
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which might be given, it has come to pass that too often the 
m~m selectecl by the legislature is not the choice of the people. 
It is desirable that there should be a uniform rule as to the 
time of electing these Senators, and J hope to see this resolu
tion so amencletl. as to provide for the date of such elections. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion 
there? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. 
The SPEA:h..~. Will the gentleman from Vermont [l\Ir. 

FOSTER] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. SHERLEY] ? 
l\Ir. FOSTER of Vermont. Certainly. · 
l\Ir. SHERLEY. The constitution of my State pro-lid.es that 

elections for State officers shn.ll be held in years other than 
those in which Federal elections are held., the idea being to 
divorce the consideration of State and National questions that 
1.he people might vote more directly on the fitnei:s of men for 
the positions which they seek; and I simply suggest that idea 
to the gentleman a.s contrary to the one he suggested a few 
moments ago. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. My suggestion is that provision 
be made for the election of Sena tors at the last general elec
tion, whether for Federal officers or simply for State officers, 
prior to the vacancy. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. The gentleman from Missouri. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of l\lissouri. l\.Ir. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Tennessee [l\Ir. Srus]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

l\Ir. SI.MS. Mr. Speaker, the people thought when they framed 
the Constitution of the United States that they were forming 
ancl provicl41g for a system of go.-emment through which urnl 
by which the people could rule, with such checks and balances 
as would prevent hasty, ill-considered, and revolutionary mO"ve
ments. No one at that time perhaps dreamed that United 
States Senators would be virtually elected by the people by 
being selected in n dominant party primary election held 
one, two, three, and. in some instances four years before tlie 
term of office was to begin, and seven, eight, nine, and in 
some cas2s ten or eleven years before the expiration of tbe 
term of serrice of the United States Senator so selected. 
Political reyo1utions and political changes that are not rern
lutiona.ry can and <lo take place in much less time than that. 
When u United States Senator is elected for this long time 
he has the power and the right under the Constitution to re
llk'dn 1.here and vote in all legislative matters in the Congress 
of the United States as he sees proper, although his action may 
be the very opposite to the then existing political sentiment · of 
his State. FrO'm the fact that the a~encies and instrumentali
ties of government, both legislative ancl executive, have not, 
in the opinion of the people, fully lived up to and abided by 
the popular will ha'\e gmwn up the doctrines of the initiative, 
referendum, nml recall. These doctrines to a great extent have 
grown out of the failure of the instrumentalities of government, 
as provided by the Constitution, to carry out and duly reflect 
the will of the people, as the people themselves judge of that 
conduct. 

nut I want to say that the doctrine of the r ecn.ll of a legis
lator is not new, is not recent. It is older than the Constitu
tion itself. It was actually applied to the delegates in the pro
visional Congress of the colonies, before the Federal Congress 
under our present form of go,ernment was established, when the 
delegates held their offices for only one year. I want to read 
here Article V of the olcl Articles of Confederation: 

AnTICLE V. For the more convenient mn.nage.ment of the general in
terests of the United States Delegates sbnll be annually appointed in 
such manner as the le;;islature of each State shall direct, to meet in 
Congress on the first Monday in Novemoor in every year, with a power 
reserved to each State to recall its Delegates, or any of them, at any 
time within the year, and to send others in their stead for the remainder 
of the year. 

That is a part of the legislation in the nature itself of a consti
tutional pro,ision older than the Constitution and older than the 
Populist Party, many times over. It is not a new doctrine. It 
was an idea so prevalent among the people of the Colonies that 
they provided for it in the Articles of Confederation as applica
ble to a legislative office that existed only for one year. 

l\Ir. Speaker, I did not know that the committee was con
siclering this resolution or I should have conferred with the 
cllnirman and members of the committee with reference to 
offe ring an amendment. But the chairman just stated a few 
11.! 0lil<.:?nts ago tlrn.t he was so anxious to get through this resolu
tion in its present form, inasmuch as it had already been con
siUered in another body, where it must pass if passed at all, 
that he did not want any amendment offered to it, and would 
ask that every amendment be voted down. Had it not been for 

that request I should have offered an amendment to this joint 
resolution, beginning with line 5, on page 2, after the word 
"years." I will read first the resolution and then the amend
ment which I expected to offer and which I would offer now if 
it were not for the fact that I do not propose to attempt to 
change the resolution in any way by any kind of amendment 
offer<~d here, however proper and however much I would. like to 
support it, by a provision thnt does not meet with the approval 
of the gentlemen who have this matter in charge and who have 
loo~ed over and suneyed. the whole situation. The resolution 
reads: 

The Senate of the Unitecl States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof for six years ; and each 
Senator shall have one vote. 

Kow, just following the words " six years" I intendecl to offer 
this amendment: 

With a power reserved to each State to recall its Senators, or either 
of them, at nny time within the period of their service and to send 
another or others in their ste:id for the remainder of such perio<l nnd 
tllc lc;P.slatures of the various States shall by appropriate legislation 
carry into effect this provision. 

I think, in order to retain the confidence of the people in 
their legislators, their agents, their United States Senators, or 
even Members of this House, if necessary, whether elected by 
direct '\Ote of the people or otherwise, they should ha v~ the 
power to dismiss their agents or other servants whenever in 
their judgment, properly and deliberatefy ascertained, they no 
longer represent the people who elected them. I think such n 
provision woul<l tend to perpetuate our Government in strength; 
that it would not be an element of weakness. If revolution ever 
comes in this country, it will come, not because the people have 
not confidence in the form of government itself, in the prin
ciples upon which it is founcled, but because they have lost 
confidence in those who are selected to execute their will in 
the method and manner as now provided. Who of you us a 
business man would without power of revocation authorize an 
agent to do business for 6 years, 8 or 10 years in advance of 
the finality of tbat business, with no power to dismiss that 
agent for misconduct or other cause? A State which is rock
ribbe<l in its democracy or in its republicanism may change, 
slowly, quietly, but decisively, after a United States Senn.tor 
has been elected and before his term of office expires, and yet 
that Senator will continue there to misrepresent the people, 
not at the time he was elected, but at the time the act of repre
sentation must take place. I do not believe such a provision 
for recall will be otherwise than in accord with public senti
ment. But I realize that this resolution must go through 
another body, and I appreciate the sincerity and honesty of 
statement by the chairman of this committee [l\Ir. RuoK.En of 
Missouri] in not wanting to do anything that will give anybody 
an excuse to '\Ote against the resolution in its main purposes 
and objects, that United States Senators shall be elected by a 
direct '\Ote of the people. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, unless the 
chairman of the committee changes his mind, I will not offer 
this amendment ancl ask for a vote upon it; but it is time to 
think about these things. 

Re-volution can nearly always be prevented if we will only 
yiel<l. to proper public sentiment, even in a. conservative way. 
If you think that this kind of sentiment is going backwarcl, 
you are mistaken. It is corning. Call it popullstic or what you 
please, the <loctrine of initiative, referendum, and recall is corn
ing, and it is coming to stay. It is going to be n. part of the 
national, State, and municipal legislation of •this country ; if 
not in the form now demanded, then in some way by whieh the 
same result will be reached. 

The Constitution did not provide for direct election of the 
President of the United States, but we hnve it. It has been 
amended by the action of the people in the method of selecting 
party nominees and party candidates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempo re ( l\Ir. SULZER) . The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Is tile gentleman from Michigan 
[l\lr. You:irn] prepared to use ~ome of his time now? · 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I will yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNO:N]. 

:!\Ir. CA:N"NON. Mr. Speaker, I think ftve minutes are quite 
ns much time as I desire in which to discuss this House joint 
i·- rnlution. Heretofore I have \Oted for a resolution in E:ome 
respects similar to this-two and perhaps three times. I nm 
inclined to the opinion that the people voting directly for Sena
tors \YOuld give as good results as are obtained when they nre 
chosen by the legislatures under the provisions of the present 
Constitution, and perhaps better results. If I undcrstancl this 
joint resolution, however, I shall Yote against it, for this rea
son: After providing the proposed amendment for the election 
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of Senators by the people, it proceeds further and amends sec
tion 4 of Article I of the Constitution. That section now reads: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof, but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the places of choosing Sena.tors. 

.As I understand it, the last clause in that section is stricken 
out. 

Mr. :MA.1..TN. So far as Senators arc concerned. 
Mr. CANNOX So fur as Senators are concerned. I am not 

so sure but what it is also sh'icken out so far as Representa.
th·es arc concerned. But let that be as it may, I will not vote 
for such an amendment, containing such a provision. 

You 1.::lke my house 'fi'hen you do take the prop 
That doth sustain my house. 

The Federal Government of the United States, a Government 
of limited power, but supreme where power is granted under the 
Constitution, should always have tlle power to perpetuate itself 
without regard to what any State or any States may do in 
failing to perform their duty. 

Let me put an extreme case, and what may happen in the 
future I do not know. Suppose a State secedes; suppose the 
man comes on horseback and tries to take the State out of the 
Union and the State does secede in fact without regard to 
what .inight oo the desire of the majority of the people. Is the 
Unitecl States powerless under the proposed amendment in that 
case to say that a Senator can not be chosen by an election 
uuthorized IJy Congress? 

The SP~ER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. · 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield to the gentleman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. CANNON. If so, then the Government of the United 
States, so far as Congress is concerned, exists at the mercy 
of the States in the exercise of supreme power where supreme 
power is granted.. I say again that I think this amendment ap
plies to the House as well as to the Senate, but the Senate is 
a coordinate branch of Congress, ancl Congress can not exist 
under our Constitution without a Senate. Mr. Speaker, I will 
not vote for such a resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. FULLEil. Mr. Speaker, it would be manifestly impos
sible for me to enter upon any extended discussion as to the 
merits of this resolution in the short space of five minutes 
allotted to me; but this question is not a new one; it has been 
discussed time and again, ever since and before the adoption of 
the Federal Constitution. It therefore needs no great amount of 
time now for any gentleman to make up his mind how he should 
Tote on the proposition. For myself, I have long been in favor 
of the direct election of United States Senators by the people 
themselves. I run on record in favor of that proposition. More 
than 30 years ago, ill 1879, in the Legislature of the State of Illi
nois, I introduced a resolution requesting the Senators a.nd 
Representatives in Congress from that State to support a pro
J)osed constitutional amendment providing for the direct elec
tion of Senators by the Deople. I ha\e more than once intro
duced such a resolution in this House, and at the time I was 
first nominated for Congres:s I announced that as one of the 
plunks in my platform nncl us a measure which I should ad\o
cate at every opportunity. I believe in the people and nm will
ing to trust them at all times. I believe the people are and of 
right ought to be supreme in this Government, and that when 
Tuey have fully studied and digested any question they are 
tlmost universally 11ght. I 1..rnow, and every mun in this House 
md in this Congress knows, without any shadow of doubt what
ever, that the great mnss of the people of the United Stutes arc 
desirous of ha nng adopted an runenclment to the L,ederal Con
stitution that shall give them tlle right t.o say directly who their 
representatives in the Senate of the United States shall be. 
As a member of the Illinois General Assembly and St{).te Senate 
lt has been my fortune to have participated in six different 
elections for United St:ftes Senator, and at each time I have 
become more and more eonvinced tha.t the election should rest 
with tlle people and not with the legislature. At one time in 
the legislature of that State, the two political parties being u 
tie, we balloted for more than four long months before a Sena
tor was elected, and then ills election was made possible by the 
fact fun.t a member belonging to one party died and was suc
?.eedcd by a member of the other party, thereby giving that 
~arty a majority. Of course, such a condition of affairs is not 
ilesirable, nnd could not by nny possibility occur if the electiou 
r.as directly in the· hands of the people. 

At another senatorial election iu which I participated, where 
two or three men held the balance of power, they were able 
to dictate the election of a Senator, and after a deadlock last
ing several weeks the will of the majority was trampled under 

foot and these two or three independent members were able 
to <.lictate the election of a United States Senator, although 
they represented only the smallest kind of u minority of the 
people of that State. True or false, justly or unjustly, l\Ir. 
Speaker, the people of this country, or the great mn.jority of 
them, have come to believe that it has occl1rrell. in not oilly 
one case, but in many ca.Bes, t.hat great interests, great finun
cial institutions combined, have dictated and corruptly con
trolled the election of United States Sena.tors by the legisla
tures of more than one State. The people are now asking and 
demanding, regardless of party, all over this country that they 
shall have the right to say by direct vote who shall represent 
them in the Senate of tllc United Stutes. I believe, l\!r. Speaker, 
that it is our duty to give them that privilege, if it is their 
right; and if this country is to continue to be "the laud of the 
free and the home of the brave," if it is to continuc to be a 
government "of ancl by and for the people," if it is to continue 
to be the foremost leader in the civilization and progress of 
the world, we must see to it that in reality, as well as iu 
theory, the people are supreme; that their wishes mmt be 
heeded, and public servants in the Senate and in all depart
ments of the Government must be responsive to the will of the 
people. [Applause.] 

The SPEM..KER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yielcl five minutes 

to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
[1\fr. TnrnnLE] . 

l'ifr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I consider it a great privilege to 
appear as an advocate of this bill on the floor of this House fol· 
lowing the distinguished ex-Speaker, Mr. CANNON, who has just 
taken hi& sent. I consider it a great honor to appear on the 
floor of this House to speak on the first bill reported to the 
House; I consider it a great honor to be on the committee that 
reported the first bill to a Democratic House in 16 years; but, 
sir, I consider it a still greater honor to stn.nd on the floor, rep
resenting the people of the old red hills of the eighth congres
sional district of Georgia, delivering their message of almost 
unanimous demand that the United States Senators be elected by 
the people and calling on you to heed their demand. 

.Mr. Speaker, I would not rise to speak to-day, being a new 
Member of the House, except for the fact that an error has 
crept into this discussion in regard to the action of the com· 
mittee. .Being a member of that committee, I am familiar with 
what occurred in the committee room. I would correct the state
ment that only one of the minority side of the House was 
present, because there were two present who cast their votes, 
as the record will show, in the committee room. Furthermore, 
Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the committee went to the tele
phone and tried to secure all the members of this committee, 
and did all in his power to secure full attendance, and it was 
the sense of the committee, after he had laid the matter before 
them, that we proceed at once, by reason of the fact that every
body throughout the Union is familiar with this bil~ it having 
been oftentimes introduced in almost the so.me ln.nguage in 
which it is here to-dn.y and discussed in this House. Therefore 
I can see no reason why anybody could raise complaint of hasty 
action. · · 

It seems to me that recent performances of the different legis
latures in many States of the . Union should convince any man 
that we have reached the stage in our natlonn.1 history when we 
should no longer allow legislatures to elect United States Sen
ators. It is a well-known fact, although it is denied, that the 
interests, corporate interests, enter the .fioor of the house of the 
different legislatures frequently; that they influence the election 
of Senators. When men arc elected to office it makes no differ
ence whether they are Senators or ordinaries, or what position 
t.hey occupy, when they get into office and come to discharge 
their duties they are naturally influenced by and sympathi7.e 
with the people and the interests who elect them. 

When you go to the farms and seek a vote for United States 
Senator, or for any other office, you find an unprejudiced voter 
generally. Most of the people arc interested only in good go'\"
ernment, and when they walk up and cast their votes they cast 
them for the man they think will represent the mass of the 
people and the interests of the people, nnd not the interests of 
a corporation or any other interest that may have secured hl:s 
election on the floor of the legislature. As I said, I know it is 
denied that the interests and the corporations enter upon the 
floor of the houses of the legislatures of the different States, 
but there is no use to deny the truth. I can remember when I 
was a boy of hearing it charged in the State of Georgia, my 
own State, that good old pious State, that the general assembly 
in the eighties was tied up for weeks and months, and I can 
remember that it was asserted then that certain coruorate inter
ests tied up that legislature. That was denied, of course. One 
of the men who then participated and undertook to go to the 
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Senate against whom the cbnrge was made that he had entered 
:the floor of the house with bis corporate interests and corrup
tion fund backing him, afterwards moved to the State of Cali
fornia, and it was charged in recent years that he brought 
together the greatest corruption fund that was ever put up in 
the interest of legislation in this Union. Whether or not that 
is true I do not know; but these things were brought into tlle 
courts and criminnl charges were made agaiust him and he wns 
tried. This history is well known of all men. [Applause.] 

Sir, it was my privilege to introduce on the first dny a 
similar bill to the one under consideration, which when enacted 
into law would read as follows: 

·The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senator!'! 
from each State, who shall be chosen by a direct vote of the people of 
the several States, for six years, and the electors of each State shall 
have the qualifications requisite for electors of the most numerous 
IJranch of the State legislature, and each Senator shall have one votP.. 

\\Then vacancies occur in the representation of n.ny State in the 
Senate, the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec
tion to fill such vacancies: Provided, That the executive authority 
thereof shall make temporary appointments until the people fill the 
vacancies by election, as the legislature may direct. 

This amendment has no application to Senators chosen before 
it becomes T'alid as a part of the Constitution of the United 
States, and shall not be considered to affect the term of any 
Senator chosen IJefore it becomes T"alid as a part of the Con
stitution. 

The legislature in each State shall prescribe the manner, plnce, and 
time of holding the election by the people for Senator in the seYeral 
States. 

This bill is in substance the same as the one now under con
sideration, and I cheerfully adopt the chairman's bill. The 
people of this Union have demanded this legislation for a time 
the memory of we young men runneth not. It is no new ques
tion. It has been strengthened in the public demand by years 
of thought, sober and earnest deliberation. Resolutions by the 
legislatures favoring this bill have been sent here by 31 States. 
Extra sessions of the legislatures are often called in States to 
transact the State's business, the time of the regular session 
having been consumed by senatorial scrambles, and often the 
whole State is humiliated and demoralized by scenes in legis
lative halls. The strongest argument used against the bill is 
reluctance to change the framework of our Government. Our 
fathers in making the framework of the GoT'ernment were 
confronted with the European forms of government and long 
precedents of centralized power. It was considered dangerous 
to load the new Republic with too many experiments, and there 
we.re many advocates of a monarclly. 

The evolution of free government by the people demamlecl 
many changes from the old landmarks of the mother country. 
All men in those days were not prepared for a government by 
the people. Strong minds like Hamilton were battling for cen
tralized government and feared the T'Oice of the people ex
pressed at the polls. Suffrage was almost unknown. Not one mnn 
in five hundred voted in the mother country. Time has pro,en 
that the people can be more surely trusted with the electiT'e 
franchise than legislative bodies with the various interests 
camping on the floors of the Capitol. No one would charge cor
ruption to legislative bodies as a whol_e. The report expresses 
clearly the thought I would here convey, it reads as follows: 

No one contends for a moment that it is the universal practice or 
the general rule that legislatures are thus corrupted, l.>ut it must be 
admitted bv all that l! those who desire to corrupt enter the field at 
all, it ls after the legislature has convened. 

How often is it true that no taint of wrongdoing or corrup
tion attaches to the election until the legislature has conT"cned? 
The small number of parties to be controlled, the possibility of 
logrolling with different local interests, of trading this or that 
for votes, is tempting indeed to those who seek a senatorship, 
not upon merit, but tllrough sinister means. In the early days 
of the Republic very few of the important offices, National or 
State, were filled by direct vote of the people. The President 
was named by an electoral college. Jefferson was elected both 
go-rernor and Member of Congress by the State Legislature of 
Virginia. Many statehouse officers and all judicial officers 
were elected in the T'arious States by the legislature. This era 
of our history is now relegated to the past, and almost the last 
remnant for legislatiT'e lobbying is the election of United States 
Senators. All officers are elected by direct vote of the people in 
all the States with a very few exceptions. The rule of the 
people, as exemplified in this Republic, has swept across the 
ocean ; monarchies have crumbled before the demand of the 
people for freedom and suffrage, and even in countries where 
the throne was law the voice of the people is now heard in the 
land. Have gentlemen contemplated the fact that this office is 
oftentimes no longer a reward to men of true worth, true 
patriotism, and great ability? How many Senators come to this 
Senate on account of the influence exerted by their wealth and 

the wealth of their associates-the giant corporations? Our 
forefathers did not confront this situation. We will act wise 
to grapple the situation that confronts us, they could not fore
see our present needs. They did well for their connrt'y, what 
wm we do? So, sir, I sny, let every man, I do not care if he 
11ses his pick and shovel to make his daily bread, be as free to 
cast his Yote as the president of a steel trust in the election of 
the higlle~t oflicial of bis State. We can no longer turn a deaf 
ear to the demands of the people. 

The Derno(;rutic side of this House would do well to learn a 
lesson by tho vacant se:i.ts on the Republican side. The Repub
licans have been warned time after time on the floor of this 
House that tl!ey were straying too far from the people. To 
this timl other warnings tl.Jey haYe paid no heed, and now, sir, I 
cnll you to witnePs how their ranks have been thinned and 
tllnt many new Dcmocrnts are here from districts that have 
never sent Democratic Repre8entatives here before. You can 
not ignore the just demands of the people. Fellow Democrats, 
the coHntry will commend 11s in the organization of this House 
for heP.cling the general demand for retrenchment and reform 
in Government extravngance. The official force of the Rouse 
waR reduced to tlle extent in money total the sum of $180,000. 
On the question of extraTagance the peop1e have appealed to 
this Honse, just as they have long been knocking at this door 
for the election of Senators by the people. What re1ief has the 
Republican Party offered to a tax-burdened people? Only 10 
years have expired since the billion-dollar Congress was ushered 
upon the people. The country was stirred with indignation and 
alarm at such an enormous expenditure. In 1010 Congress 
appropriated $2,206,774,010.01. This shows an increase of more 
than 50 per cent in 10 years. The increase since 1890 bas been 
OT'er 75 per cent. In this estimate the increased population ls 
considered. The per capita tax in 1890 was about $6, and it is 
now over $12. It is estimated that there is one Government 
employee for every 21 voters. In the year 1850 the expense of 
the Government was $60,407,019; population was 23,191,870; per 
cnpitn, $2.60. In 1910, expense of one year, $1,103,387,508.01; 
porrnlation, 01,972,2()7; and per capita tax, $12.60. The com
parison staggers comprehension. I realize tlle fact that it 
tnkes an enormous amount of money to run the Government, 
and I am willing to appropriate the people's money if it serves 
the great mass ot people. As an illustration of what is being 
appropriated, I refer you to the appropriation for Government 
detectives. In the Sixtieth Congress the gigantic sum of 
$7,126,000 was appropriated for tllis purpose alone. Forestry 
is a question of no great magnitude, and yet $4,000,000 was 
appropriated for forestry at last session. Such approprintions 
arc condudrn of little good. On the _ other hand, farming is 
and has eT"er been the backbone of this country, and yet the 
appropriation for agriculture in all the departments is only 
fi-re mi1lion more than these two appropriations of spoil anu 
plunder. The Republican Party was warncd,--even at the other end 
of tlle Capitol last year, and eT"en by that great apostle of high 
tariff, Senator Aldrich, that the people would not always strive 
with the Republicans for economy. He said the Government 
could be run on a saT"ing of $300,000,000 every year. Taking 
this estimate as true, you are wasting more of the people's 
mouey than was required to run the Government 10 years after 
the Civil War. 

For a decade the Republican Party has been under the lash 
of a few multimillionaires, arrayed like Solomon in all bis 
glory, who toil not and neither do they spin, but have their 
toilers and spinners in the Republican Party. In serving that 
master the party has ignored the people. Now, sir, I warn the 
Democratic side of this House that the people have spoken at 
the polls and said, by leaving Republicans at home, that their 
demands shall be heard, and we must heed their demand by 
speedily passing this bill. 

FEDERAL CONTROL. 

The amendment looking to placing the election under Federal 
control is here for the purpose of frightening southern Repre
sentatives in States having legislative qualifications for electors. 
In this you propose to extend Federal authority, thus crushing 
foreT"er the constitutional right the States have enjoyed from tlle 
foundation of the Government. We passed through the Civil 
War the days of reconstruction, with no authority in the Fed
eral' Constitution to interfere with the manner of electing 
United States Senators, and yet in this day of peace and har
mony you undertake to force upon the people of the South n: 
new constitutional provision whereby Federal soldiers can be 
sent to camp around our election precincts. To make myself 
clear, the people elect members of the legislature with no Fed
eral interference and none is provided under the provisions ot 
the Constitution. These legislators so elected elect Senators 
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with no Federal interference and none is provided. Now, you 
propose to extend the provisions of the Constitutfon and throw 
around the elections of Senuto1·s Federal control. You are 
seeking to take from the Stutes fueir constitutional right and 
centralize the power of the Federal Government. The Supreme 
C-Omt has cleci<leu that tbc States cnn determine who should 
be registered and who should not be registered in the several 
States. This is a settled constitutional question. What man 
among you ever e.A-pects to Eee the clay when Federal otlice
holtlers gather around election precincts in the South or any 
other State to say who shall and who shall not vote? Time 
after time the force bill has been here threatening the South, 
but long years :igo it was driven from this Ilouse disfigured, 
<lisgrace<l, ilisowned, and denounced as infamous; no one to rise 
up auu call its author blessed. Thus it sleeps in the potter's 
field a peaceful <.lesertion. Is there a man in this House that 
desires to sec the days of reconstruction repeated in the South? 
I o; not one. No part of this Union ouh-nnks the South on the 
:tloor of this House, evidenced by the fact that you hase given 
us an equal share of the honors and responsibilities in the 
Sixty-second Congress. Will the opening of our wounds neYer 
cease to be an agreeable performance to some of the Republicans 
from the other side of the House? From wrecks of fortunes 
and burning homes we have fought and regained our former 
prestige, and to-day tlle South is the garden spot of this Union. 
I can not believe any man in this House is sincere in pressing 
tills amendment_ 

The day hns been when sucll an amendment would have re
ceived strong ancl aggressive support, but that clay is gone for
C\"er in this end of the Cnpitol, thnnk God. You men who in
jected this sectional issue in this question will feel the sting 
of repudiation when this vote is counted. This House has long 
since ceased to be u forum for an exhibition of skill in tram
pling upon the Soutll. I warn you that instead of stirring up 
bitterness and hate in the hearts of your brethren from North, 
Enst, and West you have insulted their intelligence ancl brought 
down upon your own heads their just condemnation. If you 
be men, then rise up ·like patriots and strike down this amen<l
ment, which would destroy rights of a State and again carry 
hack to tlle days of reconstruction our peaceful southern homes. 
Let ns dwell together in union, forgetting that there is a North, 
South, East, or West, sympathizing with each other in the 
problems that confront us in the several sections. 

We of the South have patiently and faithfully borne the 
bnrden of an inferior race; that we have borne it well is known 
throughout the civilized world. Other sections are being con
fronte<.l. with serious problems. To solve them you need our help 
and you will have it. No section can truthfully boast of more 
genuine loyalty to our Government or more pride- in her achieve
ments. Standing here on this floor, the home of the Union. 
where Hamilton and Jefferson, Webster and Calhoun, Stevens 
:ind Lincoln stood battling for what en.ch honestly concei-ved to 
be a common heritage of freedom, I thnnk God the day has 
come wllcn men who rise to the ma.gnltuue of statesmanslliv, 
even on the Republican side, despise any effort to gain public 
notice by attempting to inject sectional animosities into any 
question in this House. Sir, let us strike down the staff that 
wa-ves this sectional banner, nnd let us banish even its shades 
forever from this House and bar eternally the doors to future 
t·eproacll on the honor and integrity of the South. The defeat 
of the amendment to this joint i·csolution will send a thrill of 
joy to every southern home and return southern Representn
ti,es to their people to be greeted, "Well done, thou good and 
faithful servant." [.Applause and congratulations.] 

Ur. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Kentucky [l\{r_ JAl.IES] . 

l\fr. JAl\IES. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from illinois [l\Ir. 
Cili""lNON] in his speech a moment ago stated that he was not so 
certain but what this amendment repeale<.l. the right now existing 
in the Congress of the Unite<.l. States to regulate the elections of 
Representatives in Congress. I submit that the gentleman ha<l 
not read with much care the amendment, or he could not have 
made that statement with a very great d al of confidence, be
cause the amcncllllent rends ns follows : 

.Ancl In lieu of ull of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so 
far as tho same relates to any authority in Congress to mn.ke or alter 
regulations as to the times or mnnner of holding elections for Senators, 
tho following be proposed a::i :m amendment to tho Constitution, which 
sllall be ·rnlid to :i.11 intents and furposes as part of the Constitution 
when ratified by the J e~laturcs o three-fourths of tho States. 

Kot so far us it relates to the election of Members of the 
House of RepresentatiYes, but refers only to " Senators." This 
amendment in no way affects whatever authority or- right Con
gre£s has to regulate tlwt. nnd how the gentleman from Illinois 
could preilicnte llis opposition upon the theory that it <lid af
fect the power of Congress to. regulate the election of Members 

of this House is not very apl){lrent to me, nor, I do believe, to 
any one w llo will ex:lilline it with care. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentlema.u permit a ques
tion? 

l\Ir. JAl\IES. Yes. 
:Hr. YOUNG of Michigan. The pru·t of the resolution which 

the ~entleman hus read would form no part of the Constitution, 
would it, if this resolution should be adopteu and the amend
ment adopted by the people? 

i\fr. JAMES. Oh, but that part of the amendment which I 
will rend does control it, and that is this : 

'rhe times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

Does the gentleman see anything in thnt which affects the 
right which Congress now has to control the election of 
Hepresentatives in C-Ongress, if it has any such right? '!'here is 
no part of this amendment which refers in any way to ~lem
uers of the House of Representatives. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of :Michigan. Ah, but it is said that is in lieu 
of certain p1'0Yisions in the Constitution. 

l\Ir. JAMES. But it nowhere uses nny language th!lt ac
cording to a fair construction of it would be a foundation for 
a statement that this amendment undertakes to affect in any 
way the election o:f Representatives of this House. 

I am for this amendment to the Constitution, and I regret to 
see in this House. an effort made to try to bring up that olu 
scare that hns too long affected the- affairs of political parties 
of this country. Let me warn yon gentlemen of the other siue 
of one thing. The southern people are handling now the sub
ject of election of Senators and Members of' Congr~s to the 
satisfaction of this House and. to the npproyal of you your
selres, because you have never unseated a single Member by 
reason of the laws under which he was elected. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has approved the election laws 
under which they are now acting, and to try to place upon this 
amen<.lment a pronsion that would mean its defeat-because it 
\Yns placed upon it in the Senate and it meant its defeat 
there-aJmost forces me to question the good faith of those 
who propose it and to believe that the amendment is offered 
for no other purpose except to try to defeat the election of 
Senators by n direct vote of the people. [Applause.] 

I am in favor of the election of Senators by a direct vote of 
the people because experienee has pro-ve<l its wisdom. In tbe 
days wllen our Constitution was formed Gouverneur Morris was 
the spokesman of those who doubted the wisdom of the people to 
control themselves. Gouverneur l\Iorris used this language, that 
the Senate slloultl be made up of men of " great and establishcll 
wealth," nnd that thus they might keep down the "turb1tle11cv 
of tha <lemor::rocy." 

l\Ir. Speaker, I am not prepared to deny but that whnt Gou
verneur Morris wished. to do has been accomplished. The Sen
ate has been macle up of men of great and established wealth, 
but the rules of this House deny me the right to discuss its 
personnel, and I shall not violate them. But the one rearnn 
that spurs the people on in their advocacy of this amendment 
for the direct election of Senators by the people is to keep out 
of the Senate men of great and established wealth anu allow 
the v-oicc of tlie people to control and the reforms desired by 
them to be enacted into law. 

I am one of those who do not fear the people_ Gentlemen~ 
the men who benr the guns that defend this Republic must 
bear the ballots that preserve it [Applause.] I do not belong 
to that class in this country which says to the great populace. 
"You cnn ,shed your blood to keep the flag of the Republic in 
the skies, but you can not name the men who make the laws 
for yon." [Applause.] I share the opinion expressed by the
m.aster mind of Thomas Jefferson when he uttered these wore.ls : 

I 10011M rather be c.xposca to the incom:eniencc.<1 attcn<li119 too mucl~ 
llb ffty than those -attending too slight a degree of it. 

This is the ground rock upon which republics rest, and when 
maintained can not be shaken. 

Ur. Speaker, some people seem to believe tlle Constitution 
of the United States should not be amended, and was not made 
to be amended; but in this they are grievously in error. On~ 
of the greatest speeches ever made in the Constitutional Conven
tion was that one uttered by Patrick Henry in opposition to 
the Constitution, based upon the theory that it was too hard 
to nmend ancl that it would be practically impossible to do so. 
And for more th::rn a hundred years of our history the Consti
tution has not been amended except by the sword. But the 
men who made the Constitution themselves gave the people 
two modes by which tlley might amencl it. They made it hard, 
<!Xceeding hard, to amend it. For the day in which they lived 
it met every requirement, but they could not peer through the 
centuries of the future and see the requirements that advanced 
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civilization would make necessary. 
usecl these words : 

Thomas Jefferson himself I inated in this body at the hands of men sent fresh from the 
people, men who had listened to the heartbeats of those whose 

Some men look at constitutions with sanctimonious reverence, nod 
deem them like the ark of the covenant, too sacred to be touched. They 
ascribe to the men of the preceding age a wisdom more than human, 
and suppose what they did to be beyond amendment. I knew that a"'e 
well. I belonged to it and labored with it. It deserved well of irs 
country. It was very like the present, but lacked the experience of the 
present-anrl 40 yea1·s of experience in government is worth a century 
of book reading-and this they would say themselves were they to rise 
from the dead. I am certainly not an advocate of frequent and untried 
changes in laws and constitutions. I think moderate imperfections had 
better be borne with. because when once known we accommodate our
SC' lvcs to them and find practical means of correcting they evil effects. 
But I know also that laws and institutions must go hand and band 
with the progress of the human mind. • • • We might as well 
require a man to wear the coat that fitted him when a boy as civillz<'tl 
society to remain ever under the rl'.!gime of their ancestors . . It is this 
preposterous idea which has lately deluged Emope in blood. '.rheir 
monarchs, instead of wisely yielding to the gradual change of circum
st:mces, of favoring progressive accommodation to progressive improve· 
ment. have clung to old abuses, entrenched themselves behind steady 
hnlJits, and olJliged their subjects to seek through blood and violence 
rasll and ruinous innovations, which, bad they been referred to the 
peaceful deliberations and collected wisdom of the nation, would have 
been put into acceptable and salutary forms. Let us follow no such 
examples, nor weakly believe that one generation is not as capable as 
another of taking care of itself and of ordering its own affairs. • • • 
Ench generation is as independent of the one prececling as that was of 
all that bad gone before. It bas, like them, the right to choose for 
itself the form of government it believes most promotive of its own 
happiness; consequently, to accommodate to the circumstances in which 
it finds itself that r eceived from its predecessors; and it is fo1· the 
peace and good of mankind that a solemn opportunity of doing this 
every rn or 20 years should be provided by the Constitution, so that it 
may be handed on with periodical repairs from generation to the end of 
time, if anything human can so long endure. 

Tllese words are prophetic; they are almost inspired. They 
come from the one unmatched champion of the liberty of men, 
"·llo battled in tlle twilight of tlle Republic's existence for the 
grentest liberty to tlle people. He has been vindicated by the 
e\euts that have followed as no statesman who lived before 
him and, as I believe, by none who will come after him. No 
one d.oubts, Mr. Speaker, that if the honest, patriotic men who 
made the Constitution could have looked down the long Yista 
tlrnt hll;S followed them that they would have provided for the 
election of Senators 'Uy the State legislatures. No millionaires 
lived in that heroic age, no trusts, monopolies, and lawless com
biuations banded themselves together with bags of gold to control 
one of the lawmaking branches of this Republic. Bribery and cor
ruption of members of thelegislature had not been heard of. It 
was the purest and best age of our American life. But e>en 
tllen Jefferson thought, and Wilson, of Pennsylvania, thought, 
tllat the :Members of the Senate should be elected by the direct 
"tote of the people. This amendment, that gives to the people 
the rjght to elect their Senators by a direct vote, will make un
necessary, after its adoption, costly investigating committees, 
holding long-drawn-out sessions at great governmental expense, 
inYest igating bow many members of the legislature were bribed, 
or wllether a man really confessed he was bribed when he was 
not. They will no longer have to investigate how great a co.r
ruptiou fund. was collected by the trusts and monopolies to con-

. trol and buy up members of the legislature. 
Mr. Speaker, it will, in my judgment, make unnecessary llere

after the use of so much whitewash in making reports upon 
bribery charges, and the people may have whitewash for their 
fen ces throughout tlle country in which we live at a reduced 
price. [Applause.] Wllen the Constitution was formed we 
had just gained our ind.ependence horn the mother country. 
Tlle people were divided between democracy and monarchy. A 
repnhlic to them was an experiment, never having been blessed 
br n free government, and many of them yearned for it; others 
feared it. These two contending forces were re:presented in 
tbe constitutional convention. England had a House of Lords, 
and that was the idea that actuated those who desired that 
the Senate should be made up of ambassadors, as some called 
tll rm. from tlle various States, and should be as nearly as pos
sihl like the House of Lords. Yet Englanu, in the few months 
rec?ntly passed, bas been in a terrific political uplleaval in 
orcl er to try to abolish that body, after which this very pro
vision ill our Constitution was patterned. [Applause.] The 
people of the va.rions States-30 of tllem-have approached as 
nca rly as they could, by primary-election laws, tlle election of 
Sc!rntors by direct vote of the people. The Democratic national 
phi tform for mac.y years has urged this great reform and has 
declared tlJat it is the gateway to nll other reforms. [.A.p
pln n~e. I And I am delighted now, ll!r. Speaker, to know that this 
r eform for which the Democratic Party was the pioneer in its 
adnX'acy meets to-day practically the unanimous approval of 
all .Americans. 

Who is prepnrecl to say that it was a mistake to lodge in the 
bands of tbe people the right to elect !\!embers of Congress. 
The great reforms that have blessed this country have orig-

votes they aske<l and received at the polls, those who had been 
trusted by the people, and who were willing to trust those who 
had trusted them. [Applause.] This amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
will reduce to a minimum the opportunity for corruption in 
the election of Senators to the Senate of the United States. 
One of the most favored means of corrupting men under the 
system as it now exists in the election of Senators by the State 
legislatures is by the candidate for tlle Senate going into 
tlle various counties in a legislative district and saying to John 
Jones, "You are a candidate for the Democratic nomination," 
or the Republican nomination, as the case may be; " I want 
to contribute to your campaign fund to aid you in getting your 
nomination," and then going to another one in another county 
and saying the same thing, and thus spreading his money 
around in the various legislative and senatorial districts under 
the pretense of aiding the candidate to secure the nomination, 
when his real purpose was to secure the vote of that candidate 
in his race for the United States Senate. And when the candidate 
had been successful and was commissioned by his people as 
their representative, he felt that he was obliged to vote for 
the man who had helped him to secur1! his election. Th~ 
amendment to the Constitution will give to the poor men of 
this country a chance to go before the people anu submit their 
claims. It will make hereafter, 1\Ir. Speaker, unnecessary the 
monotonous reading in the daily newspa11ers that the legisla
ture of such anu such a State cast the eleven thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-eighth ballot and tlle result was no elec
tion. It will result in sending men fresh from the people, men 
who truly and really represent tllem. It will give the people 
confidence in their Government. 

Mr. Speaker, those who oppose this amendment to the Con
stih1tion do so because they really believe that a few men are 
wiser than all the rest. This was the argument upon wllich 
thrones were builded and dynasties perpetuated, but it has no 
place in a Republic like this. [Applause.] That government 
will live longest which is best loved., and that one will be best 
loved that gives the greatest liberty to tlle people. Adopt this 
amendment; meet the uesires of the American people; give the 
States of the Union an opportunity to make it a part of our 
Constitution; make the Senate what it ought to be, a. body in 
which the representatives of the people, elected by tlle people, 
represent truly the people; and. I sincerely trust, l\Ir. Speaker, 
the day is not far distant wllen the Senators in every State in 
this Union will be, under this nmendment to our Federal Con
stitution, elected by the direct vote of the people. [Loud ap
plausc. l 

l\lr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield u minutes, 
or 10 if he d.esires it, to my colleague from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON]. 

[l\Ir, CLAYTON addressed the Honse. See Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from· Missouri. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to my col

league from .Missouri [Ur. BORLAND]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [:Mr. BoR

LAND] is recognized for five minutes. 
l\lr. BORLAND. l\Ir. Speaker, I am heartily in favor of this 

proposed amendment to tlle Federal Constitution as it is drawn 
and as it comes from the committee. 

When the Uniteu Stutes Constitution was formed, democracy 
itself was on trial. There were not la.eking those in the Federal 
Convention who desired to see a constitutional monarchy or nn 
aristocracy clothed with permanent political power. A leader 
who has since been adopted as the patron saint of a political 
party of these days belie>ed in the election of United States 
Senators for life. Unquestionably out of that conflict of opinion 
grew the compromise that the choice of Senators should be re
moved one step from election by the people. It was honestly 
believed by · many that democracy could not secure absolute 
eafety of life and property; but a hundred years of test have 
proven that democracy is no longer on trial. Democracy has 
shown that it can secure the safety of life and property; that 
there is no need for the checks and balances between the will 
of an intelligent people and the power of those to whom they 
delegate their political rights. It is not from the people tllat 
corruption comes, and that has been the lesson of the century 
of American history. The man who takes his dinner pail in 
the morning and leaves his humble home to perform eight hours' 
llonest work in creating the wealth of the Nation; in add.ing 
to comfort and civilization; in making the world a better place 
to live in, and goes back to his home to sleep the sleep of honest 
toil, is not hanging around the State legislature with a design 
to corrupt it, to send men to the Senate. [Applause.] 
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The man who feeds his team before daylight, and at the 

first streak of dawn is in the field tilling the soil or garnering 
the golden harvests that shall be sent abroad or bless the 
homes and fill the dinner pails of countless thousands of his 
fellow citizens has no time to corrupt the State legislature to 
send men in his interest to the United States Senate, but these 
are the men upon whose broad shoulders rests the perpetuity 
of the Republic. [Applause.] This amendment is designed. to 
place the vower of choosing Senators where the right to choose 
them belongs-in the common, everyday, intelligent, honest, 
patriotic voters of the country. [Applause.] A hundred years 
have proven that the corruption incident to free government 
does not come from the homes of the average voters, but does 
come from special interests so equipped as to make their influ
ence predominant in the choosing of select bodies. It is to cure 
that evil that the American people arc now demanding the right 
to the direct election of United States Senators. And now, on 
this 13th day of April, on the day that over 7,000,000 American 
freemen are glad to celebrate as the birthday of him whose 
influence has echoed down through all the corridors of time in 
the forming of the American Republic; on the natal day of the 
Sage of Monticello, this House of Representatives can do no 
better than to perform its part to crystallize into law the will 
of the American people and the expressed belief of Thomas 
Jefferson by passing this amendment to the Constitution. [Ap
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Michi
gan [Mr. YouNG] use some of his time now? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Iowa [M:r. PICKETT]. 

l\1r. PICKETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to discuss that part 
of the resolution relative to the election of Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. I do not regard tllat part of the resolution as 
being in controversy here. There is little, if any, division of 
opinion in this body on that question. If the resolution was con
fined to that proposition alone, it would have been passed before 
this, and this debate would not now be in progress. 

The· resolution, however, contains another proposition sepa
rate and distinct from the proposed change in the method of 
electing Senators. It is proposed to withdraw from Congress 
its control over the time and manner of holding elections for · 
United States Senators, as prescribed in paragraph 1, section 4, 
Article I, of the Constitution. 

The framers of our Constitution vested in Congress unclcr 
said section 4 the power to review and to make or change the 
regulations of the States with respect to the time and mnnner 
of holding elections both for Senators and Representati,·es in 
Congress. That this was a proper grant of power seems clenr. 
It can not be urged that thus far in our history it has been 
improperly used. It is unlikely that it may ever be necessary 
to use it. On the other hancl, some . occasion or exigency may 
arise, which we can not nOJV foresee, when it would be quite 

. necessary for Congress to have such power. The fact that the 
power exists will have the effect to prevent the occasion for its 
use. It is now proposed to withdraw that power in so far only 
as it applies to the election of United States Senators. While 
I am not familiar with the debates of this body in past years 
when resolutions relative to changing the method of electing 
Senators were under consideration, I am informed by those 
older in the service that the proposition involving the with
drawal from Congress of its power over regulations as to the
time and manner of elections for Senators has never been 
emboclied in any of the resolutions heretofore presenteu, and 
that the question has never been considered in this House. It 
is before us for the first time. It involves a change in our 
fundamental law without any apparent or statecl reason for 
doing so. It is concededly not necessary to give effect to the 
pro11osed amendment for the election of Senators by a direct 
vote. No such contention is even made. In fact, the author 
of and sponsors for the proposition advance no argument in 
support of it. I am not prepared at this time to discuss the 
question either as to the wisdom of the change from a govern
mental point of view or as to the construction that may be 
given to · it in the form in which it is presented, with the care 
and preparation which a question of so much importance de
mands. 

Serious controversy has already arisen as to its effect. On 
the one side it is urged that it will withdraw from Congress the 
control granted under section 4 of Article I, both as to Senators 
and Hepresentatives. On the other side it is claimed that it 
applies only to Senators. It is to be regretted that the propo
sitions are not presented in separate resolutions, as they ought 
to be. The people have a right to pass on these questions sepa
rately. Why encumber the proposition to change the method of 
electing Senators by another proposition, separate and distinct 

from it and on which there is already serious controversy and 
the effect of which on the general resolution we can not foresee? 

When the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES], a few mo
rnents ago, in reply to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN
NON], was urging that the amendment would only apply to the 
power of Congress over election of Senators and not as to 
Representatives, it occurred to me to be a most peculiar and 
anomalous position to say that Congress, composed of both Sen
ate and House-one legislative body-should have control O-\er 
the election of the Members of one of its branches and not of the 
other. If the power should exist as to one, why not as to the 
other? If the grant of power is proper in one case, why not in 
the otller case? The analogy is complete. The principle is the 
snme. There is and can oe no distinction. 

Tlle gentleman from Kentucky, turning to this side of the 
Honse expressed regret that we should raise this question, and 
chnrg~d that we were trying to bring up and revive sectional 
diffui·ences. I want to say to the gentleman that we have not 
rcYived. that issue. You yourselves have presented the issue. 
The resolutions heretofore presented to this House for submis
sion to the people of an amendment to the Constitution provid
inrr for election of Senators by direct vote did not contain the 
fu~'ther proposition now presented, and when the commit~ee 
composed of and controlled by the gentlemen on the other side 
of the aisle brought in the resolution before us containing for 
the first time in tllis body the proposition in controversy, they 
tl1cn1sclves raised the question nnd are responsible for it. 

l\lr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEA.KEil. Docs the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 

gentleman from Kentucky? 
1\lr. PICKE'".rT. Certainly. 
1\Ir. J~UfES. Is the gentleman awnre of the fact that the 

.Tn<liciary Committee of the Senate, cornpo-sed of a. majority of 
Republicans, reported this identical amendmen~ m the very 
language we propose it, and that the author of it was Senator 
IloRAH, a Republican? 

Mr. PICKETT. It has been stated a dozen times during this 
debate that such is the fact. 

1\Ir. JAl\lES. · Then why docs the gentleman say that we 
brought up and precipitated the issue? Why do you not put 
-it on your own party? 

The SPEA.KER. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
cxvirc<l. 

:Mr. YOUNG of l\Iichig:m. l\lr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle-
man two minutes more. . 

Mr. PICKETT. There is no point in the obsern.tion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. I was referring to the history of 
the praceedings in this House. He pointed his finger over here 
and observed that we had raised this question. I say to the 
gentleman from Kentucky that your committee raised this 
question so fnr as this Honse is concerned. 

Mr. JAMES. The gentleman from Iowa dodges the issue . 
One of his own party raised tho issue in the Senate report. 

Mr. PICKETT. l\fr. Speaker, I refuse to yield unless the 
gentleman from Kentucky wishes to ask a. question. This side 
of the House is not responsible for what any Senator may or 
may not do or for what any committee of the Senate may or 
may not do. This Ilouse is governed lJy its own precedents, its 
owu nets. I was speaking of this body and not of another body; 
but I will say that if we are to loo-k for precedents, as the 
gentleman insists, then we should take the action of the Senate 
wllcn it struck from the resolution the part now in controversy 
and left the resolution as a simule and direct proposition to 
amend the Constitution with respect to the method of electing 
United States Senators. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gcntlemn.n permit a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin? · 
Mr. PICKETT. I will. 
l\Ir. COOPER. I heard the gentleman say that Congress re

tained the power by virtue of the Constitution as to the time 
and place and manner of electing Representatives in Congress. 
I would like to ask what section that is. 

Mr. PICKETT. Paragraph 1, section 4, of Article I of the 
Constitution. In conclusion, I wish to emphasize the impor
tance of due deliberation in passing on a question of so much 
importance as the withdrawal from Congress of its power over 
the election of its own Members, and I certainly hope that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
YouNG] to the resolution may prevail. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. 'l'he time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I would like to in
quire how much time has been consumed on the one side and 
on the other? 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan has 1 hour 
and 5 minutes remaining and the gentleman from l\lissouri 46 
minutes remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I now yielcl, Mr. Speaker, 5 min
ntes to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 1\foNDELL]. 

Mr. MO.i: ffiELL. Mr. Speaker, I lillve no question of the 
wisdom of the fn thcrs in making the provision they did in 
regard to the election of United States Senators. They had not 
learnecl, as we have learned, how dependable and safe is an 
educated democracy. Furthermore, they did not have in those 
days the widespread opportunities of education, the high aver
age of intelligence. and the widely diffused knowledge of goT'
ernmental affairs that the people have at this time. Further
more, times ha \e changed, and conditions confronting and sur
rounding us are vastly different from what they were at the 
time the Constitution was adopted. 

The people generally throughout the country ha\e come to the 
conclusion that it is better to elect Senators by direct vote. So 
widespread is this feeling that in at least 27 States provisions 
base been made intending, so far as it is possible to do so 
under the Constitution, to proyide for a direct expression of 
the people in the election of Senators. Even thou-gh I did not 
belie\e, as I do belim·e, that the Senators should be elected by 
a direct vote of the people, I should believe it and hold it my 
duty to vote for a resolution to give the people of the States an 
opportunity to express their opinion on that question; but, Mr. 
Speaker, we are unfortunate in the form of the resolution now 
before us. It is, in my opinion, faulty in two essential respects. 
The demand has been for the election of Senators by a direct 
vote of the people. 

The resolution before us does not contain a provision spe
cifically providing for the· election of Senators by a direct vote 
of the people, and I am not certain that the courts might not 
hold that the language used in the resolutio:q would authorize 
the election of Senators through some intermediary body. Sec
ond, there has been interjected into this resolution a provision 
amending section 4 of Article I, entirely foreign to the ques
tion which has been so widely agitated among the people, tak
ing from the Congress of the United States .supervision and 
control over the election of Senators, and probably over the 
election of Representatives in Congress. There has been no 
demand at any time among the people of the country for o.' 
constitutional change of this character. "No party platform has 
ever demanded it, and, in my opinion, it is not desired by the 
people. In order to meet these objections I shall offer in my 
time a substitute for the resolution now before the House, said 
substitute being in the form of the resolution introduced by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] in the last Con
gress and reported to the House. That resolution provides 
clearly ancl specifically for the election of Senators by a direct 
yote of the people. That resolution does not relate or refer to 
section 4 of Article I , and it presents in a concrete form and 
in simple language for the consideration of the people of the 
country the great question which has been so widely discussed 
.for such a length of time, to wit, Shall Senators of the United 
States be elected by a direct vote of the people? 

l\Ir. POWERS. l\Ir. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield! 
l\Ir. MO:NDELL. I yield for a question. 
Mr. POWERS. Section 4 of Article I of the Constitution now 

pro\ides that-
Tl.J.e times, places, and manner of llolding elections for Senators and 

Representatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof

1 
bu t tho Congress may at any time by lnw make or alter such 

regulations, except as to the places of choosing Senators. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield the gentleman one minute 
more. 

Mr. POWERS. I 1.md not completecl my question. 
1\Ir. MO:NDELL. What was the gentleman's question? 
Mr. POWERS. I would like to know in what instance Con

gress has ever felt it necessary to interfere with the time, man
ner, and so forth, of holding elections as prescribed by the Con
stitution? 

Mr. MO~TDELL. Mr. Speaker, it clocs not occur to me that 
it is important to inquire whether Congress has ever thought it 
necessary to exercise this authority, though, in fact, it has clone 
so. The important thing about it is tlint it is a part of the 
fundamental law of the land. Tllere has been no general dc
mancl for its repeal or its amenclment. There has been no 
debate anywhere or discussion by the people in favor of a 
change or amendment to that proYision of the Constitution. 
The time may come when it is of the u tmost importance that 
Congress shall exercise this power, an<l certainly the majority, 

if it is acting in good faith, ought not, in presenting this propo
sition on which we arc genern.lly agreed, insist on coupling it 
with another and entirely different matter, in regard to which 
there is a wide difference of 011inion. I shall yote for the sub
stitute I have offered; if that is defeated, I shall vote for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan [l\lr. YouNa] ; 
and if that is defeated, I shall vote for the resolution; not that 
I think it should pass in that form, but because I expect it to 
be amended in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I offer as a substitute this resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the resolution. 
Mr. JAl\IES (interrupting the reading) . .l\ir. Speaker, I make 

the point of order that if the' umenclmcnt is to be rend it must 
be read in the time of the gent1cmn.n who offe,red it, or in the 
time of that side of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It is being reau in that time. 
Mr. JAMES. I thought the time of the gentleman had ex

pired? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman had expired., but 

the gentleman had the resolution in his hand ready to send to 
the Clerk's desk, and I thought it was only fair to huve it read. 

Mr. JAMES. I agree with tile Chair tlrnt it is fair; bnt it 
is equally fair that it should be taken out of somebody's time. 

The SPEAKER. It will be taken out of the time of the ~cn
tlcman from l\fichigan. 

.Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. If the gentl eman insists, I wlll 
yield more time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will rea<l. 
The Clerk proceeclcd with and concluded the reading of the 

substitute, as follows: 
Strike out all after the resolving clause nnu insert the following: 
"'.rhat the following amendment he proposed to the legislatures of 

the several States, which. when ratHled by tl.J.ree-fom·ths of said legis
latures, shall become and be a part of the Constitution, namely : In 
lieu of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 of Article I of tho 
Constitution of the United States of Americn, th e following shall be 
proposed ns an amendment to the Constitution: 

" ' SEC. 3. That tho Senate of the United States shall be composed of 
two Senators from each State, who shall be elected by a direct vote 
of the people thereof for n term of six years, anu each Sena.tor shall 
ham one vote; a plurality of the votes cast for candidates for Senator 
shall elect, and the electors shall have tho qualifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislature. 

" 'When vacancies happen, by resignation or otherwise, in the repre
sentation of any State in tho Senate, the same shall bo filled for the 
unexpired term thereof in the same manner as is provided for the 
election of Senators in paragraph 1 : Pro,,;idccl, That the executive 
thereof shall make temporary appointment until the n ext general or 
special election, held in accordance with the statutes or constitution 
of such State.' 

" This amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term of any Senator chosen before it ,becomes valid as a part of the 
Constituti!'.>n." 

:l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [l\fr. l\fcCALL]. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, it is no light thing to amen<l. the 
Constitution of the United States. That is legi slative work 
which no body of men is capable of performing offhand. I <lo 
not think that wo should try to improvise substitutes for the 
tlifferent articles now contained in our organic law. Gentlemen 
will remember the amendment that was hastily put through the 
two House·s of Congress less than two years ago to impose an 
income tax, and there is one thing about that amendment, nl>out 
its form, that has given better ground for opposition than every
thing pertaining to its substance, and that is thut the amend
ment was so sweeping in character that it gave to the Feueral 
Government in terms the powc1~ to tax the incomes derived from 
State bonds and from municipal bonds and from the other in
strumentalities of locnl government, and, as we know, it has 
been held that the power to tax is the power to destroy, we 
conferred by that amendment in terms the power to the 
Nationnl Government to wipe out of existence any local gov
ernment of the country. I regret, therefore, that this amend
ment should not have been more carefully considered and that 
there should not have been time given to the Members of the 
House to read the report and to study the form in which it is 
presented and to determine whether they should ·rnte for it or 
not Now, :Mr. Speaker, I do not sec any objection to having 
the people of the different States elect their representatives in 
the Senate precisely in the same way as they elect their gov
ern.ors or as they elect their Members of this House. I am in 
favor of that proposition, notwithstanding the fact that the old 
system hns generally worked well, and. notwithstanding that 
the application of the new system in some States has not 
jnvariably worked well. For years the legislatures performed 
their functions a goocl deal in the way it was intended the 
electors for President should perform their function~, ancl .they: 
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sent a fine body of men to the United States Senate; but, under: It . is natural that both the States and the Federal Govern
tlie pressure of modern couditious, after men had accumulated ment should be jealous of tlleir rigllts, and each particularly 
great wealth, a new era was brougllt in and tlle system did not jealous of any encroachment of power on tbe part of the other. 
work uniformly so well. We elect a legislature; that legisla- The very system of our Government, and tllerefore the per
ture is cllosen for tlle purpose of euncting laws to govern the petuity of our institutions, depend upon the prover distribution 
State. of soyereign power between State and nation. By this section 

It is not cllosen primnrily for the purpose of electing the of the proposed amendment the Federal Government places tlle 
men to represent the State in tlle Sena.te, and the result is that control and perpetuity of an important element of its sover
tlle members of that legislature are turned over to intrigue and eignty in tlle possession of the States. If States have exclusive 
earboring, and nobody knows what other arts in order to in- control of the time, manner, and place of electing Unitcu 
fluence tlleir judgment. I believe it would be more open, it States Senators they can, if it pleases them to usurp the func
would be better, that we should have better popular government tion, control the most important part of tlle legislative branch 
if the people should vote directly for their Senators. Now, of tlle Go>ernment. By refusing to elect at all, . the legislatiYe 
that tlrnt system has not worked well in some of the States, in arm of the l!'ederal Government would be paralyzed. :Many 
my opinion, is due to the conditions of some of the States' men now live who witnessed almost one-half of the States with
primary laws. State primary laws may be good things, but a draw from the Union and refuse to send l'.fernbers to Congress. 
Stnte primary law thnt permits the members of one party to That which happened once may llappen again, and un<ler such 
enter the caucus of the other party and <lictrrte its nominees is conditions the Federal Government should be able to exercise 
nothing but a low swindle upon representative party go>ern· supreme control over the election of those who are to exercise 
ment. [Ap])lause.] Now, l\Ir. Speaker, there is one part of this Federal legislative power. 
proposed amendment that I very mnch object to, and I object If, perchance, State legislatures should gt·re to Congress the 
to it so strongly that I shall vote against the whole proposition right to select members of the State legislatures, to prescribe 
if it remains in the resolution. It is proposed to take from the time, manner, and place, llow ridiculous it would be. 
the National Government the supervisory power that the Equally ridiculous is it for the National Government thus to 
framers of the Constitution pnt there and that it sllould have. surrender its power. 
No matter if it has been a sleeping power up to this time, it We are frankly told by gentlemen from the other side of the 
may sometime be a power thnt is vital to the preservation al- Cham!Jer that the main purpose of this section is to prevent, 
most of the Republic. It proposes to take away from the Na- on the part of the Federal Government, interference with dis· 
tioual Government the snpen·isory power that i.t has over the franchisement of the negro, now practically complete, in all 
electing of the members of tlle great political department of the tlle Southern States. Such a statement condemns the section 
Government. You destroy the symmetry of the instrument by and gi\es em11llatic reason why it should not become a part of 
permitting that, and providing, or permitting it may pro>ide, the Constitution. If this passes, " ·e bave a Constitution pre
that these regnlntions concerning the Members of this Honse-- f;f:nting the ri1Ucu1ons spectacle of guaranteeing the right of 

The SPEAK~JR. The time of the gentleman from Massa- I frnuchise to the negro in one section and effectually taking it 
chnsetts has expired. nwny in another. But apart from tllis inconsistency and in-

Mr. McCALL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will ha.Ye to content congrnity, I do not believe we should indorse or permit any act 
myself. looking to the disfrancllisement of tllis great multitude that is 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. I hope the gentlem:m from Mis- makiug such great progress in political ability and industrial life. 
souri [Mr. RUCKER] will use some of his time now. l\Ir. Speaker, I do not suppose any academic discussion can 

l\'Jr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman llns more time or will c:hange a Yote on this question. The majority are for 
tllan I have. this section, and they <lo not propose to give us an opportunity 

Mr. YOUNG of l\1ichignn. Then I will yield-- to eliminate it. In<lu1gently tlley permit us to talk about it for 
Mr. STANLEY. l\'Ir. Speaker, I was very much interestect. in a little time, but amend it-never! A few days ago, at the be

the argument of the gifted gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ginning of this Congress, we were led to believe the .halcyon 
McCALL]-- days had corn~. Then the leaders on that side, with wor<ls that 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentlemnn from Michigan yield to fell with sweet cadence upon our ears, promised that during 
the gentleman from Kentucky? this Congress full freedom of debate should IJe extended and 

l\fr. STANLEY. Although I do not entirely agree with him, every opportunity for amendment granted. Here we have the 
I will yield him two minutes of the time that has been allotted measure of their performance. A proposition as important us 
to me. [Applause.] any that will come before this Congress is suddenly tllrust 

l\Ir. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from Ken- upon us, no opportunity given to investigate or consider the 
tucky for yielding to me and for the kindly terms in which he far-reaching effect of its imperfectly understood provisions, and 
has done so. I had about finislled my argument, and I do not we are told to swallow it whole, instantly, keeping from chok
tllink that I care to resume it now. I thank the gentleman from ing if we can. 
Kentucky, but will return the time to him. .. While I am reluctant to vote for that feature of the resolution 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. .l\Ir. Speaker, I yield five minutes I have just mentioned, the importance of the resolution as a 
to the gentleman from Minnesota. [~fr. MILLER]. wllole is so great that I am heartily in its support. This pro-

.1\ir. MILLER Mr. Speaker, as hns been said repeatedly, this posed amendment to the Constitution illustrates and effectuates 
has not been and is not now a partisan question. I do not think political evolution in the United States. The wisdom of the 
there is much diversity of opinion to be found in the membership fathers has often been commented upon because they gave to 
of this House upon the general proposition ··of electing United the country a great Constitution. This credit is their due. 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people. I do think, Tlley were somewhat skeptical of the ability of the general mass 
llowever, that there bas been injected into this general discus- of people to act intelligently and patriotically in things political, 
sion a feature that might properly be considered more at length but this was due largely to the fact that Anglo-Saxon dernoc
than the one on which we are practically agreed. I refer, of racy had not been giyen a trial and historical precedent was 
course, to thn t paragraph which purports to assign and give to lacking. But political evolution in this country has corrected 
the States tlle absolute power to decide the time, manner, and the errors, in this regard, committed by the fathers. They 
place for the selection of United States Senn.tors. It seems to thought the average man could not vote intelligently for Presi
me, notwithstanding the remarks of the gentleman from Ken- dent, so they introduced the college of electors. But for many 
tucky [Mr. JAMES], tllat one great branch of the Government decades the electoral college has been a pure fiction, and in 
is hereby surrendering its power to perpetuate and maintain effect each citizen now votes directly for President. Those 
itself. It is giving to the States a right which the symmetry fathers also thought it wise to take the selecting of Senators 
of the Constitution, wllich our scheme of government, nationally from the people and place that power in the hands of the legis
conceived, requires sllould rest with tlle l!""'ederal power. latures of the several States. In recent years ~e :find the legis-

The proponents of this feature of the resolution have over- latures of many States bound by law to carry out the will of 
looked the great necessity our Government is under to protect the people a~ expressed in a. primary election to choose a United 
and maintain the respectiYe sovereignties of State and Nation. States Senator. This evolution indicates that all political power 
As all the world h.~ows, the great principles contained in our belongs to the people; .that our people can exercise it; and, what 
Constitution were not the invention of the framers of that is more, propose to exercise it. You can no more change this 
document, but the result of centuries of political evolution on great law of political evolution than you can change a law of 
the part of the Anglo-Saxon race. That feature which is per- nature. 
haps most original is the division of sovereignty between State This evolution of 130 years has shown that the power of 
and Nation. The distribution of sovereignty, agreed upon in election of all representatives of the people in each and every 
the constitutional convention, has been materially changed dur- department of the Government should remain with the people 
ing the decades that have passed, due to the unfolding of po- who are to be served. If they make a mistake, the mistake is 
litical and economic forces. theirs, and they have a right to make it. The elec~ion by direct 
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·rntc of the people tends to effectuate what we may term a pure 
rcpnblicnn form of government of the representative charncteL· 
conceived runny hundrccl years ago and first brought forth and 
perfected on tlrn American continent. 

I hope that we will pass this by as large and nearly a unani
mous ·rnte as possible, to show to the country that the Members 
of this bod.y on each side of the aisle arc advocates of a pro
gressive political theory that shall preserve and keep to the 
people, where it belongs, every fundamental power of a political 
nature. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield fise min
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\fr. Speaker, during tlle course of this de
bate but two objections have been suggested to the pnssage of 
this resolution. The first is a puny plea in abatement. It is 
claimed IJy some gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber 
that there is an undue haste in presenting and considering this 
measure. 

The answer to that statement is found in the fact that e\ery 
Member of. this body understands fully the pronsion now under 
consideration. It was thoroughly threshed out and discussed 
by the Judiciary Committee of the body at the other end of the 
Capitol, and discussed at great length in that body. E>ery 
Member llere underntands its true import, and there is no neccs
sfty or excuse for delay. 

I must confess, gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, that 
it is somewhat gratifying to me to know that the chairman of 
this committee and the committee having this joint resolution 
in charge have so promptly and so speedily responded to the 
demand of the public, which the Republican Party has been 
dilatory in responding to and has refused to recognize for many 
yearn. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The other objection urged to this measure on that side by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PICKETT] and the gentleman from 
Illinois, the ex-Speaker of the House of Representatives [Ur. 
CANNON], namely, that the Federal Government in the adop
tion of the amendment now proposed is abrogating the power 
of self-perpetuation and encouraging a spirit of secession, is 
equally unfounded. I wonder if the gentleman from Illinois, in 
his efl'orts to maintain the power of State legislatures to elect 
l\fembern of the United States Senate, recalls the fact that every 
State that ever attempted to go out of the Union did so through 
the passage of an ordinance of secession by its legislature? 

Each House will still be the judge of the election returns and 
qualifications of its own Members if this amendment is finally 
ratified. That provision of the Constitution is not affected 
directly by this joint resolution. The manner of holding elec
tions for Senators and Representatives can not fairly be said 
to inYol'\'e the perpetuity of the Federal Government, nor can 
any action of the States in that regard diminish the funda
mental powers delegated in the Constitution to the Feclcrn.l 
Government. This objection seems to be far-fetched, and from 
a practical standpoint is of no great importance.. If the people 
of the various States are to exercise the power of electing 
their Senn.tors, no reason appears why the Congress shoulc.1 re
serve the right to make or alter the regulations prescribed by 
the people themseh·es for the exercise of that power. The 
power of Congress to make or alter regulations by the States 
for the election of Members of Congress, if sought to be elimi
nated by the proposed amerulment, has never appeared to be 
necessary for the presen-atlon of the National GoYernment nor 
indispensable to the exercise of its powers. "Force" bills, 
Federal election laws, in the light of history, have contributed 
nothing of Ynlue to the administration of the Government and 
have always proYed distasteful. If the people can be trusted to 
elect their Senators by popular vote, as appears to be the con
sensus of opinion, it would seem not improper to provide that 
they may determine the manner of the election. 

I want to suggest to gentlemen that the day for " force " bills 
bns passed; that there is in no part of this Republic the possi
bility of the d<Y\'Clopment of any spirit of secession; that issue 
hns lon; been settled. For the sake of consistency it is well 
to write into the Constitution with respect to the election of 
Senn tors a pro-vision similar to that which exists concerning 
the election of the President of the United States. The Con
~titution gi-ves to the legislatures of the States the power to 
fix the manner of selecting presidential electors, and the onJy 
limitation upon thnt power is that-

The Congress may determine the time of choosing the electors and 
the day on which they shall gh·e their \Otes, which day shall be the 
same throughout the United States. 

Each State shall appoint, in such manner as the legislature thereof 
may direct. a number of electors equal to tho whole number of Sena
tors and Ilepresentnti>es to which the State may be entitled In tho 
Congrcss-

And so forth. 

You can trust the people to elect a President. Every one con· 
cedes the fact that the election of presidential electors is prac· 
tically an election of the President ·by the people. Do you want 
to deny to the people of the States full power to choose their 
Senators? 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe that this resolution 
ought to IJe adopted for four general reasons. 

First. It will increase the power of the pwple. This, to me, 
is of primary and paramount importance. If auy reason ever 
existed for requiring that Unitccl States Sena tors IJc elected by 
legisln.tures and not by popular vote that reason llas long since 
clisnppearecl. If our political history demonstrates one fact 
more clearly than any otller, it is the conclusion that abuses 
are more certainly averted and good government more surely 
promoted by the recognition in practice of tlle principle tllut tlle 
people are tlle source of all political power and may be trusted 
to exercise it. 

Second. 1.rhe adoption of this resolution, and the consequent 
election of United St::ites Senntors by popular vote, will make 
the legisJative branch of the Government, incluclin~ the body 
at the other end of the Capitol, fairly responsirn to the public 
will. When any question of legislative policy h::ts been agitated 
and the voters of a State haye renched a conclusion and ex
pressed that conclusion it will no longer be difficult or impos
sible to induce Members of the bot1y at the other end of this 
Capitol to yield to the public demand for reforms in legislation. 

Third. The deadlocks which have so often occurred during 
recent years in the selection of United States Senators, and the 
consequent detriment to the public, can not happen if this reso
lution is passed and ratified by the States. I need not recount 
the many instances that emphasize the importance of this sug
gestion. Thnt a State may be deniecl representation in the 
Senate by reason of the failure of its legislature to elect a Sen
ator has long discredited the prevailing system of electing 
Senators. 

Fourth. '.rhe shameful and disgraceful practices occurring iu 
some of the State legislatures in the selection of United ~tatcs 
Senators will be terminated if the power to choose Senators is 
exercised directly by the voters. That bribery and various 
forms of corruption should ha>e become freqnont, not to s:iy 
common, in the present method of electing Senators is of itself 
sufficient to discredit the prevailing method and to encourage · 
us to seek and adopt a system which, it is hopc<l, will be free 
from such abuses. 

The time has come when this amendment will receive the 
hearty approval of nearly all the States. It will not. of course, 
relieve the election of Senators from all conupt .iufluences, but 
it will place it directly in the power of the voters to choose 
Sena.tors who are in accord with the suirit of the times und 
who will give emphasis to the rccogni:r.ed nncl enlightenrd view 
of the voters. 

The day of " government by superior people " has passed. 
Every public citizen will still ha-ve and exercise tbe power of 
asserting his views and of seeking to mold sentiment on political 
questions. Tho passage of this amendment will no more de
prive Senn.tors of the privilege of leading in reforms or of 
opposing improvident and ill-considered mensurcs tllan doeg the 
election of Congressmen deprive Members of this body of that 
right and power. It will, however, diminish obstinm:y nnd pre-
vent the obstruction of needed legislation, and thus bring the 
Senate closer to the people. 

If the voters are to have the power of governing the coun
try if legislative policies are to be fixeu by an enJightened 
public opinion and not by selfish interests, it is necessary that 
both brunches of Congress be fairly responsive to the public 
will and directly responsible to the people. The passage of 
legislation, however much desired by one body, results in no~
ing if defeated in the other .. This frcqucnt~y oc~urs now, but it 
will not happen so often if this amendment is ratificcl. 

In this great Republic, employing many tllousnnds of persons, 
Members of this body, the Members of tlle Honse of Repre
sentatives arc tho only elective officers. In tlle course of prog
ress the people of the· United States have reached the conclu
sion that Members of the other legislative body ought also to 
be elected. 

I, for one, am in favor of giving the people that power, and 
in favor of giving them the power without reserYation, because 
they can exercise it much more skillf?llY and much better for 
the Government than it is now exercised. [.Applause.] 

Tho SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\fr. Speaker, I yield fise minutes 

to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Ur. FEnRrs]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma. is recog

nized for flvo minutes. 
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l\Ir. FEU.RIS. l\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen, stripped of n.ll its 

verbinge :rncl all its frills this joint resolution amending the 
United States Constitution, as we are all aware, allows the people 
to e1ect their Senators by the popular yotc rather than have the 
·various le;islat.ures select them. No gentleman on the opposite 
side, an<l no one disposed to opposo this measure, has said that 
it woulcl not accomplish that purpose. Until such u charge is 
made we must a ssume that the opposition is but fanciful rather 
than real. Tbc opvonents of this reform have objected to this 
i1nrticnlar verbiage anu to that, but no opponent of the measure 
nnc1 no one "Who bas even i:nu-tially favored it bas said that it 
wonkl not accomplish election of Senators by the people. The 
venerable ex-Speaker C..\.NNoN, who announceu that he would 
not support this resolution, did not say it woulu not accomplish 
the imrpose, but he objected to Eomething relative to the par
ticular language used. I for one am heartily in fn:vor of this 
resolution as it stands, been.use it accomplishes what !JO per 
cent, nay, I belie-re, 90 per cont, of the people desire. I congratu
Ja tc the cllairman of the committee and the committee itself 
thnt they I.lave caused this to be the first bill reported. by a 
Democratic committee. I will wait until the adjournment to
clny to congratulate this Democratic House on this being the 
first bill. tJ111t it passed. I tllink it is a beautiful tribute to the 
House of Heprescntatives, I think it is a beautiful tribute to 
the American people, I believe it is a beautiful compliment to 
the Democratic Party to pass as their first bill a bill so uni
versally desired. [Applause.] 

:.\Iy friends, in looking over the report I om sorry to find a 
minority report signed by a Republican. Member of this House 
from the thirty-second district of New York. I um sorry that 
he assigns only the insufficient reason, which in substance is 
that he is opposecl to it fundamentally. I can not consistently 
attribute that same view to all. of the minority of this House, 
because many of them have asserted their fealty and their 
willingness to support it; but I can not but pause for a moment 
to suggest that it is but a continuation of their 16 years of 
dilatory tactics in refusing to give this legislation to the Amer
ican people. I can not but call attention to the fact that for 
16 long years the Republican Party have been in full control 
of both the House, the Senate, and the Chief Executive, and 
through all those years, with full power invested in them, they 
have refused to enact it into 'law. Each of them on the stump 
and each of them in person can assjgn reasons, but to the 
absolute failure to act there can be no valid reason that the 
people will accept. Men arc known better by what they do 
than by what they say. Political parties are likewise known 
better by what they do than by what they say. And I might be 
severe enough to suggest that men sometimes walk one way 
and look the otller. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They 
sometimes assert tlley are in favor of the principle involved, 
but are always found opposing, by reason of some minor detail 
unworthy and insufficient, to defeat a great principle. And 
when we observe the bickerings and parliamentary tactics of 
the gentlemen on tho other side of the Chamber we can not but 
think this is such n case. 

The question of right to select Senators by a popular vote is 
not a new one. Strong men advocate that they be so elected 
in the Constitutional Convention of 178D. At that time such a 
group of States as this was not dreamed of, and no one with 
the most exuberant expectations could have dreamed that such 
ever would be the case. In 1789 a handful of poor, struggling 
settlers, to-day a Republic of whom the whole world points 
with pride and esteem. To-day !J2,000,000 of liberty-loving 
American citizens asking for this right. To-day I am proud to 
find a Democratic Rom:e, charged with power to act for the 
people and in their interests, passing this as their first bill. 

·we stand before the people at election time and solicit their 
support anu at the same time their confidence. We are elected 
only after both have been acquired. Then, why should not it be a 
matter indeed refreshing to find a Congress willing to do the 
things that they promised tlle people they would do? For 1G Jong 
years the Republicans ha\e trlfied with the people's confidence 
and esteem. For 16 years, with full power to act, they have 
swept aside the people's wishes as heresies and vagaries, until 
to-day the i1arty of Lincoln and McKinley has become a by
word in tlle sh·eets, and their retirement at the recent election 
is but eviclence that tllc people longer refuse to be trifled with. 

The gentleman from Miclligan [Mr. YoUNo] complains of 
corrupt States and the evil effects that would follow if this 
bill passed in its present form. Can it be that any State in 
all this Republic is more corrupt than the legislature elected 
by n. corrupt State? Is he not mistaken in his premises when 
he predicates an argument on so flimsy a foundation? Is he even 
misleading himself with any argument so flimsy and so un
founded? Corruption is found less often nmong American 

homes than it is around legislatures, and none can gainsay tllc 
truth of this assertion. 

Recent disclosures in the legislatures have been appalling to 
us all. Recent disclosures have uot alone blighted the names 
of the corrupt participants, but have reached out and blasted 
the fair nn.mes of whole States in which they conduct their 
nefarious deals, made possible only by a system so antequatcd 
anc1 so unworthy as the election of Senators by the legislatures 
of the States as distinguished by the patriotic people of the 
Eeveral States. 

I can never think tllis Rcpablic will long st.,'lnd after we 
fail to trust the people who pay the taxes in time of peace and 
shoulder their muskets in time of pestilence and war. I can 
never think it less safe to trust all the people of any State 
thnn it is to trust a few of the same people of the rnme State. 
I shall never subscribe to such a theory, in office or out. I 
shall never be a party to any diln tory tactics practiced by the 
Republicans in this House to delay action on a question so 
fundamentally correct. I shall never quibble over details when 
the accompUshment of a great principle is at stake. 

The Democratic Party has repeatedly decbred for this prin
ciple in convention assemblccl, nnd each platform since my 
early youth has borne pledges to the people of its enactment 
into law. 

I rejoice and rejoice thrice anc.1 thrice again that this Con
gress during tlle very :first clays of its interesting session is 
going to make-this much-needed reform n. reality. It is but the 
keeping of faith with the people, and they are entitled to it. It 
will purify elections. It will bring wholesome results to State 
and Nation. There arc other features of legislation that we 
have promised the people, and tlley will follow. It may be 
asserted that it will ·fail in the Republican Senate, nnd it may; 
but behind it all the people will know who their friends arc, 
and will also know where the trouble has been these long years. 
It is my belief, if the Senn.tors were elected by the people so 
that at each returning campaign the candidates for Senator 
would have to return to their people and get the indorsement 
and acquaintance of their people, there would be less unwilling
ness to enact laws tllat all of the people want. Olose contact 
with the people can only be acquired by forcing the candidate 
to consult them. Close acquaintance can not be exacted unless 
the power is vested in the people to punish or reward. When 
the power is vested in the legislatures of the States, the candi
date does not have to proceed further than to acquaint himself 
with the few members of the legislature to further hold his 
scat, and the people receive little or, at least, inferior consider
ation from him. I rejoice to sec the people corning into their 
own, and they arc eminently entitle(! to it. It js not more, than 
they should ask. It is but comn;on justice. It will result in 
nought but good. 

It is charged by opponents of the measure that it is revolu
tionary and socialistic. I deny it, and it is not borne out by the 
facts. It is common justice and common sense. It is but the 
doing of exact justice to n. people who have long been denied 
that right to select their :Members of Congress in both branches. 

Since I came to Congress I have each session introduced u 
joint resolution for the election of Senators by the popular \otc. 
I have a bill pending now, and if this bill fails in a Republican 
Senate, I shall reintroduce each session as long as I am here, and 
at each occasion, like " Banquo's ghost," I will appear on the 
scene until it becomes the law of the land and a part of the 
.American Constitution. 

The American people ha vc said you shall not barter a way 
their rights by men they did not elect, and you shall ·not defeat 
this legislation without the protest and the knowledge of the 
people who arc wronged by the defeat. 

It is chnrged that none but the rich can afford to run for the 
Senate if popular election is exacted of them by tlle people. It 
is not so. Senators are clecteu for six years, three times the 
length of the time for which the House Members are chosen, 
and there is no occasion for the application of such a rule or 
such a statement. Again it may be said th[\t it is of equal im
portance that Senators be as near to the 11eople as the more 
numerous branch of Congress, for each bill and each resolution 
has to pass both bodies before it becomes a law. I submit for 
one branch to be responstrc and the other inactir-e and irre
sponsi\~ to the will of the people is almost as deplorable as if 
both branches were selected otb,erwise tllan by the people. 

Power begets respect. The absence of po~r without excep
tion makes respect at best more tardy and usually totally ab
sent. The people should haTe the power in the abstract, but 
surely they should ha\e it when it begets for them the respect 
the Constitution intended them to ha-ve. 

Pass this joint resolution and you make no mistake. Pass 
the resolution and the Stntes will act at their first sitting. 
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Pass this resolution and the American people will see we 
intend to keep the faith when in power that we advocated when 
not in power. Pass this resolution and make responsive that 
body which is too far removed from the aches and pains of the 
people. Pass it and endear yoursch'es to the people of a 11 
political faiths and enact a reform from which no ill e1Iects can 
emanate. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
hns expired. 

:!\Ir. FERRIS. I should like to have unanimous consent to 
ext end my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEA.l\.."""Ell. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. CLAilK of Florida. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, will the gentleman allow me to make a statement? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I want to state that nt this time I 

will not object, but I put the House on notice that hereafter no 
speeches not delivered and no extension of remarks will be 
printoo in tl!e RE~oRD in the Sixty-second Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. AI.Al\~. Reserving the right to object, I desire to nsk 

the gentleman from Florida if this rule is to be applied to eyery
one hereafter? 

~fr. CLARK of Florida. What is the gentleman's question? 
Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman from Florida pro-

poses to object to all requests hereafter. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. After to-day; yes. 
Mr. l\IANN. Well, I will begin now. I will object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. 
l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 

that this question is important and a great many gentlemen on 
both sides, I am informed, desire to express their views briefly 
who will not have a chance to consume time on the floor, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members of this House, whether 
they have been recognized or not, who desire to express their 
Tiews on this great question may be permitted to do so within 
five legislative days, their remarks to be confined to the subject 
matter of tlle resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that all Members desiring to print remarks in the RECORD on 
this question may have five legislative days in which to do so. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. YOUNG of :Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I hope no gentleman 
will object. 

Mr. SHERLEY. ReserYing the right to object, I should like 
to suggest to tlle gentleman from Missouri that his request be 
modified by the statement that the RECORD shall show that the 
speech is printed under leave. 

Mr. K&'\DALL. I hope the gentleman will agree to that. 
Mr. SHERLEY. I suggest to the gentleman that there has 

been nn abuse in the past in regard to leave-to-print speeches 
in the RECORD. ·Now, it is manifest that we must either have 
much more <liscussion, or else relief must be given through leave 
to print in the RECORD; but it seems to me proper that there 
should be sornetlling in tlle RECORD to indicate that the speech 
is printed under leave. 

~rr. RUCKER of :Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the 
bentleman from Kentucky, let me say, I believe it would be wen 
to anforce the rule with rigor as applicable to mere political 
C'FSays written into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, but this is not 
that. But it is not tllnt. This is a great question, not partisan, 
nnd it affects all people alike1 It has its ardent advocates on 
one siclc of the Chamber as well as the other. I do not believe 
nnybocly in reference to this particular question ought to have 
the rule enforcecl against it. 

:\fr. TALBOTT of Mnrylan<l. Mr. Speaker, I shall insist that 
the spcecl1es sl1all he germane to the resolution. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. That was my request, nnd I so 
statecl. 

:Mr. i'\IA.:. ·N. l\Irt Spenker--
Tlle SPEA.KER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 

th~ gentleman from Illinois? 
l\Ir. MANX Mr. Speaker, I have made every effort possihle 

to get sufficient time for actual discussion upon the proposed 
m11endrnent to the Constitution. Now, is it the purpose to in
sert a Jot of speeches in the RECORD to make it appear that we 
lmd fnll di scussion on the subject? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\ir. Speaker, the gentleman has 
not :forgotten that, standing quite close to him and making 
i::iome demonstration, I asked if they wanted two hours or four 
bonrs or a day for general debnte on that side. 

l\!r. l\IANN. Four hours is a day, and we took all the time 
we coulu get. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am speaking of a day from the 
standpoint of 12 hours. 

Mr. MA:r-..TN'. Oh, but the gentleman said that he proposed to 
close general debate and pass this bill to-clay. 

Mr. RUCKEH. of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, gentlemen will bear 
me witness that I ~mid we were going to pass the bill to-day, 
and I should ask for the previous question if we could not 
agree on a time fop general debate. 

l\Ir. MANN. Well, I am not going to object, and I will with
draw the objection that I heretofore made, because I think it 
will look better !or us even if we fa~e in the RECORD an ap
parent consideration of an amendment to the Constitution 
which was actually refused in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject to what bas been denominated fake speeches, I desire to 
suggest to the gentleman from Missouri to amend his request 
for unanimous consent to this effect-that the time for this 
debate be extended one hour on each side, and if nt the expi
ration of that time all gentlemen have not been heard on this 
side or that, the request can be renewed. On this side gentle
men are only taking fl.ye minutes. That is as much time as I 
desire to have, and I do not desire to put any fake speech in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. RUCKER of .Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the time was agreed 
upon for general debate at the suggestion, as I understood it, 
of the gentleman from Michigan. Now, I say to him that if he 
desires to extend the debate for one hour or two hours, if he 
will indicate it, I will ask for unanimous consent. 

1\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. I should be very glad, Mr. Speaker, 
to agree with the gentleman to extend the time of debnte two 
hours, if satisfactory to him and the House. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, Two hours on each side? 
l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. One hour on each side. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Let me understand, there is a 

good deal of confusion. I ask the gentleman from l\Iichigan 
how much time does he ask to extend general debate? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. In view of the general demand 
for debate about me, I will ask for two hours on each side. 

1\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time for general debate on this resolution be 
extended two hours on each side. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. The 

gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent that all 
Members ba ve the privilege of printing speeches in the R1wono 
on this proposed amendment for five legislative days. Is there 
objection? 

l\Ir. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, reser1;ing the right to object, 
I want to inquire of the gentleman from Missouri what is the 
objection to the suggestion advanced by the gentleman from 
Kentucky designating the fact in the speech that it was not 
delivered, but inserted in the RECORD by leave? 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. So far as I am concerned, I have 
no objection whatever, but I understood from audible uttGr
ances all around me that there was objection. 

1\Ir. FOSTER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, _ reserving the right 
to object, I would like to say that I do not believe it is a proper 
thing to inject that sort of system in the RECORD at this time. 

Mr. KENDALL. Does the gentleman think it is a proper 
thing to inject a speech in the RECORD without having made it 
on the floor? 

l\Ir. FOSTER of Illinois. If it is proposed to put that state
ment in the RECORD I shall object myself. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, pending this matter, 
objection having been made to extending the general delmte 
for two hours on a side, I would nsk tl1e gentleman from 
Missouri to ask unanimous consent to extend the debate one 
hour on each side. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I a·sk unanimous 
consent to extencl general debate one hour on each sicle, tlle 
time to be divided equally. 

The SPEAKER. 'l'he gentleman from Missouri asks unnnl
mous consent to extend general debate one hour on each si<le, 
one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Missouri nntl 
the other by the gentleman from l\lichigan. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

l\Ir. RUCKER of l\fis~ouri. Now, l\Ir. Speaker, I desire to 
renew my request that all gentlemen have five legislative days 
in which to prfat remarks on this pro11osed ameudment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unnni-. 
mous consent that five legislath·e days be allow d in wbich 
Members may print remarks in the RECORD upou this provosed 
amendment. Is there objection? 
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Mr. SHEllLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall not at this time object, I want to see it become a part of the Constitution of the United 

because it lms been a cu~tom long indulgeu in, but I think the States. I nm not here playing politics upon the Republican 
Ilouse can well afford to make the RECORD a real journal of the side of this Hall. I nm here acting independently. I am here, 
proceedings here, and I shall undertake in some proper way to as some have said, as an insurgent Republican. I am against 
ha•e such a rule adopted. machine rule. [Applause.] I shall vote for every proposed law 

It is proper that men who do not have an opportunity to that I believe ought to be passed during. my service here, 
express their views on the floor should have a medium of pre- whether it comes from a Democratic or a Republican source. 
senting them to the country, but it is not proper that they The Oregon system of electing all officers by the people and 
should be presented under false pretenses. [Applause.] I nominating all candidates for office by the people breeds incle-

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [.After a pause.] The pendence, and it breeds insurgents. The reason why the people 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. of the United States want the direct election of Senators is that 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes it makes United States Senators accountable directly to the 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CAnY]. public for their election, the same ns Representatives here are 

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I nm heartily in favor of the accountable to the public for their election. When the time 
amendment to elect the United Stntes Senators by a direct vote comes tllnt Senators are elected by the people, the people will 
of the people, and I am heartily in favor of another amend- get the lcgislution that they are entitled to, that they are 
merit which I believe is just us important, and perhaps more demanding; and if you gentlemen over there want the legis
important, at least of as much importance, as the election of the latures of the several States to approve this amendment, then 
United States Senators by a direct vote of the people, and for >ote to cut out this part of yonr proposed amendment 
that reason I ask in my time to present the following amend- which takes away from the Federal Government the power of 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to. have rend : supervision. 

The Clerk read as foUows : The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman hus expired. 
That there be, and there is hereby, proposed the following amend- Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-

mcnt to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the .Constitution tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENilOOT] 10 minutes. . 
prescribes, shall become nnd be cfi'ective as part of the Constitution, us Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I shall not discuss the main 
fol},o;Esc: 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of proposition involved in this resolution, bCC!luse I hope and be
the Congress of the United States shall be elected, after the passage of lie-.e it will receive the unanimous >ote of this House. [Ap-
this bill, for a term of four years. plause.] I do wish to discuss for u moment, howe•cr, the 

"SEC. 2. Said election shall take place at the time and on the day ,1 t d b th tl f l\i"ch" [ 1r 
prescribed b:'ij_ law for the cnsUng of the popular vote for President of amenumen propose Y e gen - emun rom J.l 1 igan lhr. 
the United Smtes, and in the manner prescribed by law by the different YOUNG] . Tlle resolution as reported from the committee de
States ·and Territories." pri-.es the Federal Government of any power to regulate the 

Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I introduce this because I think it time and manner of holding elections. It does more than that. 
is as important as a direct vote for United States Senators. I Through tho insertion of a word of two letters, the word "as," 
believe that the fewer elections we have for Congressmen the it also changes the present Constitution, so that there is no 
better for all concerned. You can not sit in Congress and every duty laid upon any State to prescribe the time and manner of 
two years run for office and do justice to the people who send holding elections. Under the Constitution as it exists to-day 
you here. The fact of the matter is, you are in politics all of it provides that tho legislature shall prescribe the time and 
the time, nnd you do not have time enough to do justice in two- manner and places of holding elections, an<l also reserves to 
year terms. For that reason I offor this amendment. the Federal Government the power to alter and amend such 

l\ir. YOUNG of ,Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes regulations. This amendment, however, as reported from the 
to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. LAFFERTY] . committee, contains this language : "The time, places, and man-

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, it must be very apparent to ner of holding elections -for Sena.tors shall be," not prescribed, 
gentlemen on the other side of the House by this time that a but "as prescribed," therefore imposing no duty upon the leg
great many Members who are sincerely in favor of the election islature to prescribe the time and manner at all. Now, I am in 
of Senators by a direct -vote of the people have some objection favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Michi
to the resolution in the form in which it is presenteu. If you gun for this reason : The Iight to elect Senators by the people 
gentlemen on the other side of the House are earnestly, hon- will be of little value to any State unless there shall also ac
estly, and sincerely in favor of bringing about this great re- company that the right to nominate the men who are voted for 
form, to wit, the election of the Uniteu States Senators by a at the polls. There are many States in this Union to-day-I 
direct vote of the people, it behooves you to assert your inde- need not undertake to mention them-where this amendment to 
pendcnce upon the roll call upon the issue that is now presented, the Constitution will be of little .value, because special interests 
and send this resolution to the legislatures of the several States will nominate in both political parties the candidates for the 
in such form that it will be adopted. It is plain to everyone United States Senate, and the people will be compelled to 
that a great majority of the Members in this House favor the choose between two, neither of whom will be representative of 
election of Senators by a direct vote of the people. We all them. If this right was reserved to control the elections by 
know that a great majority of the citizens of this country are in the Federal Government, if this amendment proposed by the 
fa>or of thn.t reform, and would so e.~press themselves if they gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted, that right can be 
had an opportunity to vote upon it, but I do not believe tllat a guaranteed to the people of every State-the right to nominate 
majority of the people of the United States would vote for the as well as elect 
Federal Congress to surrender abs6lutely the power that it It would be entirely practicable and feasible for this Congress 
now has and has always maintained, to prescribe, if needs be, to puss a primary law providing for the nomination of Senators 
how Members of the lower and upper Houses of Congress and Members of the House of Representatives providing that 
should be elected. that law shall be opern.tive only in States where direct nomina-

I come from the State of Oregon, a State that stands out tions have not been provided for by their State legislatures, 
preeminently in favor of the direct election of the Senators. and, further, tl!at it shall cease to be operaUrn whenever any 
In fact, we arc so strongly impressed with this belief and so State by its legislature provides for the direct nomination of 
strongly in favor of this reform that we have adopted in our these officials. nut under this resolution as it comes from the 
State a direct primary, whereby we have provided that each committee nnd as you propose to adopt it to-day it will be 
party sl.J.all nominate a candidate for United States Senator at absolutely impossible for the Federal Government or this Con
the primary, ancl that the candidate so nominated shall be gress to ever pass such a lnw in the future, and is there any 
pl:lced upon the ballot a.t the general election ancl voted for by gentleman upon that side of the House who would not be in 
the people. favor of that kind of a law, who would not be in favor of diract 

Tl.J.e primary law of Oregon further provides that candidates nomination of Senators and Ilepresentatives in Congress us 
for the legislature may, if they choose, subscribe to either well as their election; and yet you are deliberately depriving 
statement No. 1 or statement No. 2, statement No. 1 being the Congress of the power to secure to the people that right 
tlrnt the candidate pledges himself to the people of his dis- of directly nominating as well ns directly electing. I under
trict and the people of his State that if elected he will always stand, of course, the fear upon the part of the gentlemen upon 
rnlc in the election for Senator for that canilidate who shall that side of the House of the Federal Government controlling 
ha-re received the llighest number of the people's votes at the the elections in certain portions of our country, perhaps inter
Iast preceding election. It has come to pass, after six years of fering with the legislative restrictions that would be c:-ist 
tr bl of that system, that no man can be elected to the legis- around the ballot, but I wish to remind you that that is fully 
lnture who does not sign statement No. 1. safeguarded in the resolution as it comes from your committee 

Therefore I um not only personally favorable to this resolu- and is not touched in any way by the amendment proposed by 
tion, which bas been under the peculiar circumstances presented the gentleman from Michigan. The resolution provides that 
by a Democratic House, but my constituents are in favor of it. the electors in each State shall have the qualifications requisite 
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for electors in the most numerous branch of the State legislature, 
and that wi11 remain as it is, o.nd if the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Michigan is adopted Congress will have 
no power to change in any way these State laws with reference 
to who shall be entitled to >ote for United States Senators. 

Are you asking anything more than that, and are you afraid 
of anything else than that? I believe that if this committee 
that has reported this bill had considered the matter fully, and 
especially bad considered the suggestion that I make as to the 
nomination of Senators by the different political parties, as well 
as their election, they, too, and this House, wQuld ha>e been 
in favor of the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Michigan. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. :Mr. Speaker, I yield :frrn minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. :MADDEN]. 

Mr. 1':IADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the election of 
United States Senators by direct vote of the people. I think 
the time has come when tlle Senators should be as responsi>e to 
the public will as the Members of the House are. The people 
of the United States justly believe that the Senators are not 
now responsive to the public will. The resolution, as reported 
from the committee oYer which the distinguished gentleman 
from Missouri [l\fr. RucKEB] presides, is not complete, and I 
regret Yery much to discoyer in the reading of it that it ex-· 
eludes the Congress of the United States from the pri>ilege of 
regulating the method of electing United States Senators. It 
seems to me that the Congress should retain the power to regu
late the election of the men to this office. It should control the 
power to perpetuate itself. It should not leaye to the States 
the right to make such laws as they choose on a question that 
inYolves the il;ltegrity of the country. States may have differ
ent interests than the country may haYe as a whole, and the 
Congress should always !Je in control. · I regret that we are not 
to be able to vote for a bill which giyes that right to the 
Congress. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does tlle gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman ·from :Missouri? 
Mr. MADDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. As I understand the gentleman, 

he is ill fa>or of the resolution but opposed to that feature of 
it which takes away from Congress the power to regulate. 

Mr. MADDEN. · Yes, sir. 
Mr. RUCKER of ~fi ssouri. This Constitution has been in 

operation for more than a century. Has the Federal Govern
ment ever attempted to control or regulate the election of Sena
tors by reason of that power? 

Mr. 1\1.A.DDEN. That is no reason, however, why the Gov
ernment should have the power to control taken away from it1 
and the very fact that it has not exercised it should not be a 
reason why it should not have the power to exercise it. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does not the gentleman believe 
that, in view of what we know, historically at least-and none 
of us know anything about it personally-and what we know 
of the methods by which Senators are sometimes elected, and 
of deadlocks existing all over the country, and that the Federal 
Government has not in a hundred years exercised its powers, 
it is about time the people should begin to exercise it? 

Mr. MADDEN. I believe the people should exercise the 
power. I believe that delegating to the people the power to 
elect Senators in Congress would prevent deadlocks. I believe 
the power should be taken away from the legislatures to elect 
Senators. The people are besf qualified to elect the men to 
represent them, and the men r epresenting them in any legisla
tiYe branch of the Go>ernment, whether in the Senate or in 
the House, or in the legislatures of the various States, ought to 
be responsive to the public will; ancl the time has come when 
the people of the United States are going to insist upon the 
enactment of a law which will give them jurisdiction o>er their 
own servants. 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. l\ir. Speaker, I yield fi>e minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [.Mr. PRINCE]. 

l\Ir. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, Abraham Lincoln, the greatest 
man TIIinois ever ga.ye to the Nation or to the world, said: 
" This is a government of the people, for the people, and by the 
people." He implicitly trusted in the plain people of this coun
try. We on this side of the House, who believe in him and in 
bis utterances, can safely trust this question to the people of 
this country. True it is that the fathers saw ·fit to put the 
provision in the Constitution as it now exists. That constitu
tional convention which finally adopted tlfis great instrument 
was presided over by the greatest man this country e>er gn>e 
to the world, George Washington, who acted as president of 
tbe constitutional convention, and deputies, representing 12 
States of the Union, signed and approved this Constitution. 

Here is a provision to amend that Constitution. I am ~n 
favor of the election of Senators by the people. I so voted years 
ago as a member of the Illinois Legislature. Every time that 
question has been presented in this body I have so voted. 

I regret exceedingly that the movers of this amendment have 
seen fit to strike · out these words: 

But the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such r 0gula-
J.ions except as to the places of choos ing Senators. · 

They leave in this resolution these words: 
The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 

be prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 

There are to-day 46 States in the Union. Two more are 
knocking at tlle door, making 48. Tllis provision allows 48 
States to provide 48 different times, 48 different places, and ~8 
different manners of holding elections for Senators of tlie 
United States, without limiting in the slightest degree any 
power vested in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin? 
l\Ir. PRINCE. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER. The gentlerunn mys this will permit elections 

nt 48 different times in 48 different places. How will he help 
that? 

l\lr. PRINCE. We can control it IJy limiting the manner, IJy 
limiting it except as to the places of choosing Seuatoi·s. As to 
that we are forbidden. As to the time and place, this modi· 
fies it. 

l\fr. COOPER. Will the gentlenrnn yield? 
The SPEAKER Will the gentlernnn yield to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin? 
l\fr. PRINCE. I regret, Mr. Svenkcr, that I hardly have the 

time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentlenrnu declines to yield. 
l\fr. PRINCB. What_ have we ? Tllis body llere, made up of 

3!:>2 men, comes from the body of the people. Yonder body 
comes from the body of the people through the selectmen. w ·e 
propose to have the other body selected by the same class of 
people as that which selects this body. 

Where do they come from? From the people. Why should 
we say that this body and another body coming from the body 
of the people shall not have the right by law to make or alter 
such regulations except as to the places of choosing Senators'/ 
Tlle power comes from the people. The power of this House 
comes from the people. We are amenable to them. We go 
back to them. The other body will n h:;o be amenable to the 
people of the United States, and I am frank to say that ·I 
believe tlle people will make fewer mistnkes in the selection of 
Senators than perhaps the interests of this country have made 
in the selection of Senators. For that reason I favor the 
amendment, and if I can not get that, I will favor the reso-
lution. . · 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Spenker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [l\1r. S1ssoN]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

l\Ir. SISSON. :Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that gentlemen are 
nnnece:-;sarily alarrµed a bout the provisions of this bill. In the 
first place, I cnll tlic attention of gentlemen to the fact that 
under the present Constitution it is utterly irupossilJJe-

A ~!EMBER. Louder ! 
l\fr. SISSON. That is the first time that request was ever 

rna<le of me in my life. [Laughter.] I call the attention of 
gentlemen to the fact tllat under the present Constitution Con
gress has no right to regulate who shall vote for the various 
members of the State legislature or the State senate. There
fore the States have un.der the present Constitution the right 
to provide for the election of their own legislatures in their 
own way, p£ovided they do not violate any provision of tho 
fourteonth and fifteenth amendments to the Federal Constitu· 

·tion. That power is sacred, and ought to be sacred to all the 
States. That power is necessary to the small States like 
Rhode Island. It is necessary to all the States, like Maine, 
New Hampshire, and Massachusetts, · because in yonder body 
they can protect and defend themselves from the strong repre
sentation that comes from tllc more popnlons and larger States. 
It was upon that id.ea that this power should lirn and be a 
vital thing and ha-ve a vital force in these smaller States that 
the Constitution was framed. Otherwise you ne\er could have 
formed this great Government. The smaller States would never 
ha>e consented to the compact. Why? Because in the House 
of Representatives as the large States increased. in population 
their power correspondingly increased in the House, and rela
tiv.ely the smaller States would have less power. As new States 
are carved out of the 1ast territory west o~ the small State~J:~~ 
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power of the sm&.11 State would be less effective in the Senate 
to control Federal legislation. It was therefore not only put 
in the Constitution at the instance of the small States-the pro
vision that no State should be deprived of its equal suffrage in 
the Senate witllout its own consent-but it was nowhere per
mitted in the Constitution that Congress could regulate the elec
tion of State officers; and since the power to elect Senators !s 
placed in the various State legislatures Congress could not m 
any way reach the State elector or his right to vote for a State 
senator or representative. 

Now undEtr this provision in this amendment it does just 
exnctl~ thut thing. It does no more than that. It is _inte~ded 
to do no more than that. It is intended that the qualifications 
of the State electors when they go to vote directly for a Sena
tor, shall be exactly' what their qualifications would be if they 
voted for a State legislator, who, as the constitution now is, 
votes for a Senator because he is in the legislature of the State. 
Now, if you permit the authority in Article I, section 4, of .the 
Constitution to be extended to the power that elects Umted 
States Senators, and if that power is the people, then, to leave 
Article I, section 4, as it is, you take away from the electors 
of the small States the right to send their Senators to the 
United States Senate with the State integrity absolutely secure 
from congressional interference. Senator LODGE-I believe it 
is against a rule of the House to call the name of a Senator
mnde a very strong speech, the strongest that has been made 
upon that proposition, that this was a direct blow at the doc
trine of State sovereignty and the integrity of the State. Now, 
the amendment under consideration was intended to meet that 
objection and for the purpose of preserving the integrity of the 
State, and enabling each and every State to. elect its own 
Senntors by those who are qualified under their own State laws 
and constitutions. But if election laws could be written and 
prescribed by Congress, it would deprive the smaller States of 
that protection which they now enjoy and the safeguard which 
is now thrown around them. For example : 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Representatives shall l.Je prescribed 1n each State by the legislature 
thereof. 

Unuer the present law it does not matter what sort of· regula
tions this Congress may make in referring to the manner of 
electing the Senators by the legislatures of the States. They 
do not and can not under the Constitution interfere with the 
present election laws of the States, which prescribe the qualifi
cations of the electors for the various branches of the State 
legisl:i tu re. 

But if this clause is permitted to remain in the Constitution 
just as it is now, and Senators are elected by the people, then 
you would extend the power of Congress so that it could do 
with the Senators what it now ·does with the House of Repre
sentatives, to wit, it might prescribe election laws that differ 
with the election laws of the various States, and might enlarge 
or reduce the suffrage in each State in accordance with the wis
dom of Congress. It is for that very reason that Article I, 
section 4, was modified by the distinguished Senator who pre
pared the proposed amendment. A Ilepuplican Senator of dis
tinction prepared this bill with a great deal of care, in order 
that it might maintain the Government of the United States in 
its exact form, reserving to all the States the equal power which 
tlley now have, and not depriving the States of that power. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Even if the amendment which I 
ha\e proposed should be adopted, would not the resolution con
tain this language?-

The electors in each State shall have the gualifl.catlons requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of tbe State legislature. 

And if that be true, how can the United States interfere with 
the qualifications of electors of the State and reduce the num
ber? 

Mr. SISSON. That is the Constitution as it now is; but if 
you leave section 4 of Article I just as it is-

nut the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such regu
lations, except as to the places of choosing Senators-

That can only affect the body which now has the power to 
elect, which is the State legislature. The sovereign State now 
bas the sole right to determine who shall vote for the Members 
of the various branches of the legislature. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. And they would stlll have it. 
Mr. SISSON. No; they would not. The power of election 

of United .States Senators is now lodged in a delegated body in 
the State, the State legislature, and that delegated body in the 
State having the power to elect is the only thing that could be 
regulated . by Congress under the present Constitution. The 
power to regulate docs not reach back to the suffrage that 
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elects the members of the various branches of the legislature of 
the several States. · 

.Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 

to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. SISSON. I do. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps a reply to the question asked by the 

gentleman from Michigan [Mr. YOUNG] may be found in this 
fact, that the amendment would give to the Congress of the 
United States control over the manner of holding elections, and 
while it could not determine what were the qualifications of · 
electors, could not fix the qualifications of electors in regulating 
the manner of holding the election, it could pass upon the ques
tion as to who came within the qualifications as fixed by the 
State; and by having the power to determine whether a given 
individual did or did not come within the State qualifications, 
the Federal law might be able to override the State law; and 
that position was admitted by Senator RooT. 

Mr. SISSON. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky, who 
states the position that I take more clearly than I can state it, 
because he is always clear on every proposition. 

Now, I want to call your attention to another thing. No 
member of any State delegation here ought to be afraid to trust 
the people of his State. 

This Government is no better than the States. You can not 
make this Government any better than the States. You can 
not make a good government out of States that are themselves 
corrupt and bad. You can not make out of it any better Gov
ernment than the States make themselves. Now, under the 
present Jaw the great trouble is that the election of a United 
States Senator overshadows the Sta.te election. The qualifica
tions of the various candidates for the State legislatures are lost 
sight of, and we vote for or against a man because he favors or 
does not favor a certain man for the United States Senate. 

The SPElA.KER. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
has expired. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman five minutes more. 

Mr. SISSON. I thank the gentleman. Now, in those States 
where they have no primary election law, but have nominating 
conventions the nominating convention in the county and sena-: 
torial districts will be controlled in the interest of a certain 
candidate for a United States Senator. Therefore we would, 
if we could have election laws so that a man would vote for a 
State legisl~tor or for a member of the State senate upon his 
qualifications for that particular office, and not because he has 
a preference for a certain candidate for the United States 
Senate. Each State must have the right, which it now has, 
of electing its own State officers in its own way, without dis
turbing in the least the integrity of the State in its own elec
tion laws. How much better it would be if, in addition to this, 
we could elect Senators directly, so that our State legislators 
would be elected on their merit, and not because they are for 
or against a certain candidate for the Senate. But any reso
lution that receives my support must be one which will not per
mit Congress to pass a law to supervise elections in a State. 

l\ir. KENDALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEJA.KER. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 

to the gentleman from Iowa? 
Mr. SISSON. Yes. 
Mr. KENDALL. The power now resides in Congress to have 

a general supervision over the membership, and it has never 
been abused in the history of the country, has it? 

Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not want my distinguished 
friend to put it up to me to answer that question. 

Mr. KENDALL. I thought that the gentleman would not 
want to answer it. 

Mr. SISSON. If I had time, I would like to tell my distin
guished friend from Iowa some facts that would cause him to 
be uneasy sometimes about partisan control, when passion runs 
high; but I thank God that that time is passed. This is no 
time or place to reopen the wounds of the past ; they are healed. 
Let us not even refer to our differences of the past while dis
cussing this great question, which means so much to our great 
Republic. The day is long since passed when we should inject 
these questions into our discussions on this floor. My distin
guished young friend should not try to do this, and I will not 
at this time allow him to lead me into a discussion that would 
tend to revive the old feeling. I thank God that it has gone; and 
may He never send any more fratricidal strife, but may the 
dove of peace forever hover around this Capitol, and may we 
be permitted to discuss these questions apart from those recol
lections. [Applause.] 
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I come from that section which has sometimes been charged 
with being without patriotism and without love for the common 
country, but I yield to no man in my love and devotion to this 
GoYernment. I can point with pride to the devotion of the 
noble people of the South whose faith and love for this Govern
ment ha>e been trie<l in the fires of persecution and the crucible 
of oppression, and who have been found to be pure gold .. We 
will defend with pride our common country with our lives, and I 
pledge that every able-bodied man who lives in my section of 
the country, if need be, will die in defense of our Federal GoV'
ernment. [Applause.] 

So let us not go back and dig up any embers of the past in 
discussing this matter; let us discuss it on its merits. I have 
confluence in the people of Maine, in the God-fearing, honest 
people of Vermont and Massachusetts, California and Oregon. 
I believe these people may be trusted in their integrity and 
patriotism to do the right thing for the common country, and 
that our flag will not have a star dimmed in its beauty unless 
the Federal Government should lay violent hands upon the 
SO\e.reignty of these States and deprirn them of the right to 
hanclle their own local questions in their own local way. [Ap
plause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield fi-re minutes 

to the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER]. 
Mr. SULZER. l\fr. Speaker, ever since I have been a Mem

ber of this House-going on 17 yea.rs-I have advocated and 
worked faithfully to bring about the election of Senators in 
Congress by the direct vote of the people. In every Congress 
in which I have served I ham introduced a joint resolution
substantially similar to the joint resolution now under consid
eration-to amend the Constitution to accomplish this most de
sirable reform, and the record will show that I have done every
thing in my power, in Congress and out of Congress, to secure 
its accomplishment. 

Without any -ranity I can justly say that I am the author 
of this reform. On several occasions my resolution has passed 
the House, only to fail in the Senate, but it is just as sure to 
be written ihto our Constitution, sooner or later, as the sun 
is to rise to-morrow. 

I am opposed to delegating away the rights of the people, and 
where they have been delegated away I would restore them to 
the people. I trust the people, and I beliern in the people. 
With Jefferson I belicrn that all go-verpments derive their just 
powers from the consent of the go-rerned, and hence I want to 
restore to the people the right now delegated to the legislatures 
by the framers of the Constitution, so that the Senators as well 
as Members of Congress shall be elected directly by the people, 
and the Government thus become more and more a representa
tive democracy, where brains, fitness, honesty, ability, experi
ence, and capacity, and not wealth and subserviency, shall be 
the true qualifications for both branches of the Federal Legis
lature. 

The people all over this country now demand' this much
nceded change in the Federal Constitution, so that they can 
·rnte directly for Senators in . Congress, and they appeal to us 
to enact this law to give them that right. It is not a partisan 
question, neither is it a sectional issue. The demand reaches 
us from all parts of the land and from men in all political 
parties with a degree of unanimity that is quite surprising. 
It is our duty to respect the wishes of the people and to gi-re 
them n uniform law allowing them to vote for Senators in 
Congress just the same as they now vote for Representatives in 
Congress. 

Tllc United States Senate is the l:ist bulwark of the predatory 
trusts. Here is the citadel of every unscrupulous monopoly. 
And more and more the special interests of the country, realiz
inll' the importance of the Senate, are combining their forces to 
co~trol the election of Federal Senators through their sinister 
influence in State legislatures. Forty-six United States Sen
a tors can pre-rent the ennctment of a good law or the repeal of 
a bad law. The United States Senate is the most powerful 
legisla ti'rn body in the world, and its Members should be elected 
by the people of the country just the same as the Ilepresenta
ti \es in Congress arc elected. This is of the utmost importance 
to every man in the Republic, because when the Senate is 
directly responsible to the people they will control it; and then, 
nml not till then, will that important legislative body respond to 
the will of the people. 

.The right to elect United States Senators by a direct vote .of 
the lwoplc is a step in advance and in the right direction. I 
hope it will speedily be brought about. It is the right kind of 
reform, and I hope it will b~ succeeded · by others, until this 
Gonrnment becomes indeed the greatest and the best and the 
freest Go-rernment the world has ever seen, where the :will of 

the people shall be, as it ought to be, the supreme law of the 
land. [Applause.] . 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY] . 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have been deeply impressed 
by what has been said by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. McCALL] and by other gentlemen on that side of the 
Chamber about the sacredness of the Constitution of the United 
States ; nbout the care and the hesitancy with which we should 
approach it in any attempt to alter it in any material respect. 
I am firmly convinced that as eras have produced great ex
plorers or poets or soldiers, so there are times in the affairs 
of men when .great jurists and great statesmen execute an im
mortal work, not for a single generation, but for all their chil
dren and their children's children who are to follow them in 
the succeeding centuries. I believe that Jefferson and Madison 
and Hamilton and Washington erected an edifice so perfect in 
all its details, so beautiful in its structure, so firm and immutable 
in its foundations, that it shall live through the centuries, and 
that when nations and languages and empires shall have per
ished, the Constitution of the United States, still intact and 
still preserving these institutions uncler the flag, shall be the 
wonder and the admiration of all men a thousand years from 
now. [Applause.] 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. COOPER Did I understand the gentleman in his eulogy 

of Washington and Jefferson and Hamilton and Madison and 
those other great men, to found it largely upon their magniilcent 
work in making the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not catch the question. 
Mr. COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman when he 

spoke with such splendor of language and imagery of Wash
ington, of Jefferson, of Hamilton, and Madison, and other 
great men, that he was at the same time eulogizing or speaking 
in complimentary terms of their master product, the Constitu
tion of the United States? 

Mr. STANLEY. In roy feeble way I intended to do so. 
l\lr. COOPER. Will the gentleman please tell me what 

Thomas Jefferson had to do with the Constitution? Ile was 
not in the convention at all. [Laughter .on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will take pleasure in doing 
so. The Declaration of Independence itself was the spirit of 
which the Constitution is the letter. [Applause.] I happen to 
have here in my desk a letter from Thomas Jefferson to M.t. 
Madison, and I thought I could lay my hands on it, discussing 
this very question. It is true that the Sage of Monticello 
throughout thnt discussion before the Constitution was written, 
and nfter it was written, was consulted by the men who wrote 
it as an oracle and as a guide. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] It is true that to Thomas Jefferson more than to any 
other we owe the Bill of Rights, now in the Constitution, which 
is in veri.ty the shield and sword to the oppressed of lhis cou11-
t.ry. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I woul<.1 commend to 
the gentleman to study the life, the writings, and the achieve
ments of Thomas Jefferson. With his splendid intellect, with 
his broad statesmanship, could he get out of the bog, cease to 
follow the narrow politicians, and stand for a few months 
under the effulgence of Jefferson's eloquence and his wisclom, 
the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin would surely adorn 
this side of the Chamber. [Applause and laughter on the 
Democratic side.] 

1\Ir. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STANLEY. With pleasure. 
1\Ir. LAFFERTY. I want the gentleman to understand that 

my query proceeds from a friendly motive. 
Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. In an endeavor to arrive at a compromise 

that will be approved by the people and by the legislatures, if 
poss.ible, I desire to ask if we who arc opposed to the surrender 
of the supervisory power of the Federal Government which has 
never been exercised, in our opinion, to the uetrimcnt of the 
South, are asking the gentlemen on the other side to surrender 
or give up anything that they are now entitled to under the 
Constitution when we ask them to simply be satisfied with n 
constitutional amendment providing for the clirect election of 
Senators without going further and asking for an additional 
amendment to the Constitution which destroys its symmeh·y, 
which destroys section 4, splits it in twain, and leavc8 the 
anomalous condition of the Federal Congress having tlle au
thority, if it should eyer come to pas.s that it was proper .for 
it to exercise that authority, to supervise the election of Repre
sentatives, and no longer having authority to amend any regu~ 
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lations that may be made in regard to Senators? And I woulcl 
desire the gentleman now to answer-and I am friendly to the 
resolution-whether or not it would not be better for the gen
tlemen on the other side to be satisfied--

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has expired. [Laughter.] ~ 

l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. 1\-Ir. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
more to the gentleman from Kentucky, and forbid anybody 
interfering with him in that time. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky is recog
nized for 10 minutes additional. 

l\fr. STAJ\'LEY. Mr. Speaker, I would answer the question 
of my friend from Oregon had he propounded a question. 
[Laughter.] Now, if all that the gentleman says is true, the 
only thing that this amendment does is to give to the States 
the power that it has never exercised in a hundred years and 
will vrobably never exercise in the next hundred years. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, why 
gent lemen on the other side-- . 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon? 

l\lr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
l\Ir. LAFFERTY. In the same friendly motive, I would ask 

why gentlemen on the other side object to leaving the Constitu
tion ill that regard stand just where it is and be satisfied with 
an amendment for the direct election of Senators. 

Mr. STANLEY. I do not object to leaving the Constitution 
stay just where it is, and I am of the opinion it will be found 
in the same locality whether we pass this amendment or not. 

l\fr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will permit. 
Mr. STANLEY. Certainly. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Perhaps the answer to the gentleman from 

Oregon might be found in the fact that when you proYide for 
the direct election of Senators by the people, you do then en
large the power that the Federal Government will haye over 
the power that it now possesses when they are elected by the 
legislatures of the various States, and it is not possible, as 
stated by the gentleman, to offer simply an amendment for the 
direct election of Senators and leave the situation in that 
particular in statu quo. 

Mr. STANLEY. Now, speaking in all seriousness to my 
friend from Oregon, the founders of the Constitution discussed 
at great length the wisdom of allowing the States to be repre
sented according to their population in this body and in an
other bouy according to their autonomy. Thomas Jefferson, 
immediately after the passage of the Constitution, wrote to 
l\ia<lison and said that he was delighted with the compromise 
macle between the large and the small States at that time. The 
manr:.er of tlJe election of United States Senators was a detail 
which was almost entirely overlooked by the makers of the 
Constitution. This amendment does not take any power from 
the Constitution which it now possesses, because over the 
method of election of United States Senators by the legislatures 
the Federal GoYernment was absolutely prevented from inter
ferinz with their election, not in hrec verba, but from the very 
natm:-e of things. It is not contended that the Federal GoYern
ment ever has or ever can interfere--

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 

to the gentleman from Oregon? 
Mr. STANLEY. Yes. 
:Mr. LAFFERTY. I desire to ask the necessity, if there be 

any necessity, in submitting this constitutional amendment or 
making any provision for the amending of section 4, which 
reads: 

The times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Rep1·rsentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
t hereof. but the Congress may at any time by law make or alte1· such 
r egulations. 

l\lr. STA1'1LEY. I am speaking to that point right now. 'J'he 
Congress neYer has and neYer will interfere with the time, the 
manner, or the places of selecting Senators under the law as it 
now exists. Will this Congress ever think of interfering--

1\fr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEA..KER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield? 
l\Jr. S'l'ANLEY. Yes. 
Hr. LAFFERTY. In order to arrive at a decision it is nec

essnry to nsk the question-I do not desire to interfere or to 
l> e riresuruptuous in the matter--

1\Ir. STA1\'LEY. I know it. 
· 1\Ir. LAlJ'FERTY. I want to ask this question : If Congress 
has neYer interfered, there ought not, it seems to me, to be 
any fear that it ever will; but in the very nature of things it 
shocks the conscience or the intelligence of a lawyer, as sug
gested· by the able gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Mc-

CALL], that Congress should surrender the power of proYiding 
for its own perpetuity. 
· · Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would respectfully suggest to 
the gentleman that in different language he has asked me the 
same question four different times. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. STAN
LEY] declines to yield further. 

Mr. STANLEY. I will let the gentleman finish that question. 
l\:Ir. LAFFERTY. Since it does appear that there is a division 

upon that material point between the North and the South, as 
you understand, as to the surrender of this power, which is not 
material according to the gentleman's own statement--

Mr. STANLEY. I wish to be patient with the gentleman, Mr. 
Speaker. 

l\fr. LAFFERTY (continuing). Why burden the umendment 
with it? 

Mr. STANLEY. I desire to be courteous, but I hope to finish 
this sentence, and I will not have any more time than is neces
sary to do that. Now, in effect, we are not deJ;?riving the Federal 
Government of any actual power which it now possesses. It 
could not in the nature of things interfere with the election, 
by the very wording of the Constitution, of members of the 
legislature or of Senators. The States have the sole and the 
absolute right to clloose the members of both bodies of the 
legislature without any interference by the Federal Govern
ment. Those members, when elected, in the very nature of 
things, have the right to fix the manner of the election of United 
States Senators. The reasons which have led the Federal Gov
ernll}.ent to interfere with the election of Members of this 
body, being fonn<led upon representation, upon population, there 
has come, and there may come, a clash between the Federal 
and the State GoYernments. 

The number of Seuntors being absolutely fixed by the Con
stitution, the detail s of their election being arranged under the 
Constitution, as it now exists, the Federal Government never 
could, never has, and never can successfully interfere with a 
State in the selection of her Senators. 

The whole puq1ose of this amendment is simply to allow the 
people, ncting directly, to exercise their power just as they do 
now when acting through the members of the legislature. 

I fayor this amendment because it is a mere detail that the 
framers of the Constitution could not anticipate. The per
sonnel of the Senate for '50 years after the adoption of tll;e 
Constitution of the United States shows that Senators then were 
responsive to and were named by the people. Conditions have 
changed, both social and industrial, so that it becomes neces
sary that we should now change the method of electing United 
States Senators in order that they may be directly responsive 
to the people and be named by them, as they were in the days 
when the Constitution was first adopted. 

Your fears are unfounded for another reason. You must 
remember that when the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted there were two mooted questions, one of which was 
whether a State was absolutely sovereign, clothed with the right 
to retire peacefully from this bond of sisterhood. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again expired. 
Mr. STANLEY. I would like one minute more. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. ~ I yield to -the gentleman the time 

he desires in which to finish the sentence. 
Mr. STANLEY. The other position was that the States were 

indestructible. The question of the right of a State to secede 
has been settled by the. arbitrament of war. From that hour 
until this the indestructibility of the State is the thing that 
has been in danger. If this Government is ever destroyed, it 
will be because of the fact that we have become a compact 
Federal Union, an empire, and not because the States have en
croached upon the rights of the Federal Government Those 
who would preserve the Union as founded by the fathers need 
not look with a jealous eye upon the authority of the States 
as such, but we owe it to ourselves to preserve and encourage 
the States in exercising to the utmost all of their local author
ity and preserving inviolate their local autonomy. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. l\fr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from California [Mr. RAKER) . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California is recog
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I am most heartily in favor .of 
the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the 
people, and there can be no question but that the people of the 
United States are in favor of electing United States Senators 
by direct vote of the people. The Democratic Party has stood 
for this for many years. The Democratic Party in the last 
three national conventions has passed a resolution declaring 
that its members were in favor of the election o~ United States 
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Senators by direct vote of the people. The people of the State 
of California for the last 20 years have been studying and 
frying in every way possible how they might secure n repre
sentation in the Uniteu States Senate of their choice, selected 
by the people and not by the system, and I have presented here 
a resolution that passed the State Legislature of California in 
favor of electing Senators of the United States by the people. 
We in California passed n constitutional amendment giving the 
State legislature the power to adopt n law so that we may desig
nate our choice by a ilirect vote of the people, and at the last 
legislature we succeeded in passing a bill which is, in sub
stance, the law of Oregon, providing that the people might 
express their will ancl might put up to their State senators and 
representatirns the question as to how they stand upon that 
subject of election of United States Senators in order that the 
voters might vote intelligently and in order that the great body 
of the people might be represented and know where their rep
resentatives stood on this subject before they were elected. 

But I want to ask my frienus on this side of the House, In 
what Democratic convention, or at what time, or at what place 
it has ever been discussed, it has ever been determined as a 
question of Democratic principle, that we should amend para
graph 1 of section 4 of Article I of the Constitution? [Applause 
on the Republican side.] At what time have we ever gone 
before the American people telling them that while we were 
in f:n·or of electing United States Senators by ilirect vote of 
the people, we were in favor of changing that wise provision 
of the law which gives this Congress the power to supervise 
the election of Representatives and the election of Senators? 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

And now I appeal to you, my Democratic friends, and I want 
you to think before you vote on this side. If we are in goo<l 
faith, if we are in earnest, if we are determined that this pro
posed constitutional amendment to the first paragraph of sec
tion 3 of Article I shall go to the several States and be adopted, 
and thereby give the people the right to elect the United States 
Senators by direct \Ote, let us put the amendment in the form 
that has been discussed for the last 20 years by the American 
people and the form that they stand for. Do not have a rider 
to it. Do not put something to it that they have never dis
cussed. You know that State after State in this Union may 
defeat this proposed constitutional amendment that we arc so 
ardent for, · that we have prayed so long for, that we have de
served-that we might have it for the purpose of rectifying 
the wrongs that have been committed, that we might have it 
for the purpose of giving the people a chance in the United 
States Senate and dragging from that body the moneybags, and 
putting men in there who will represent the people and not the 
system, if we burden it with too many riders. [Applause.] 
I ask my Democratic friends now--

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Will the gentleman from Michi

gan [Mr. YouNo] use some of bis time now? 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I will yield five 

minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Ur. MORGAN]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog

nized for frre minutes. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to let this oppor

tunity pass without expressing my approval of the principle of 
the election of United States Senators by the direct \Ote of the 
people. I believe now, as I ha\e believed for years, that the 
Constitution of the United States should be nmended so as to 
permit the electors of the several States to elect the United 
States Senators by direct \ote as they now elect Representa
tives in Congress. It is unfortunate that the proposed amend
ment is made objectionable by the provision which takes from 
Congress the authority, as provided in Article I, section 4, of the 
Constitution, to control the times and manner of electing Sena
tors, but lea.Yes Congress the authority to control the manner 
of electing Representatives in Congress. This injects a new 
question into the proposition, which in the end may defeat the 
amendment itself. If so, the Democratic majority in this 
House will be responsible for the defeat of the legislation that 
is so universally demanded by the people. I shall \Ote to 
amend the resolution so as to present the one proposition, 
allowing the people to vote directly in the election of Senators; 
but if this amendment shall be lost, I shall then vote for the 
proposed amendment to the Constitution as it comes from the 
committee, trusting to the other branch of the Congress to 
properly mnend the proposition so as to make it unobjectionable. 

I shn1' vote for the amendment to the Constitution for the 
followin~· reasons : 

First. Because I believe in so doing I express the will of the 
great majority of my constituents, and while I remain a Mem
ber of this House I shall always feel it my duty to represent 

my constituents in every vote I cast. I represent a district 
very evenly uiviued in politics, and in casting my vote for this 
measure I believe I express the will of my constituents-Demo· 
era.ts, Socialists, and Republicans alike. 

Second. I am in favor of this am~udmcnt, because my own 
judgment approves it. In affairs of our National Government, 
and especially in legislative matters, I am in favor of the dis
tribution rather than in the concentration of power. I believe 
it is safer to let all the electors vote on the election of Senators 
than to limit the number to the very few who may happen to be 
elected members of the yarious legislatures. 

Third. I belie\e, on the average, better men will be elected to 
the United States Senate. By this I do not mean to reflect upon 
those who ha\e been elected to the Senate uncler our present 
system. But under the present system unlmown men arc often 
elected to the Senate as so-called "dark horses." If the people 
elect directly, the men elected will be more apt to be men who 
have attained great prominence in the State, who have a wide 
reputation for ability, and who arc known for their integrity 
and high character. 

Fourth. In my opinion, the change in the manner of e1c~ tion 
of Senators will give us, on the whole, better laws ancl wiser 
legislation. If we get better men, we will have better laws, 
because the ability, patriotism, and character of legislators will 
always be reflected in the laws which they enact. 

Fifth. I believe, when elected by a direct vote of the people, 
Senators will be more responsive to the will of the people. A 
Senator is elected for a term of six years. To my mind, it 
seems wise that after six years of service he should go back to 
his State and submit his record to the electors of his State. 

Sixth. In my judgment this change in the manner of olccting 
Senators will tend, at least, toward the purity of the election 
of Senators. Corrupt methods may be used even when the peo
ple shall vote directly, but the danger is not so great, and it is 
more difficult to corrupt the people constituting the many than 
to corrupt the legislators constitutin,; the few. There arc other 
reasons that I might give, if I had the time, but my time is 
limited. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has expired. 

:Mr. MORGAN. I shoulcl like to have one minute more. 
l\lr. YOUNG of :Michigan. I yield to the gentleman one 

minute. 
l\lr. MORGAN. I believe my colleague [l\:fr. li'ERRIS] is not 

in the Hall of the House at this time. I regret he is not here. 
In his remarks a few minutes ago he criticizeu the Republican 
Party for not enacting this legislation during its long lease of 
power. I wish to remind the gentleman that it was the Re
publican State of Oregon that first adopted the legislation that 
in practice permitted the people to elect their Senn.tors by direct 
vote, even without any constitutional authority therefor. And 
that, notwithstanding this example set by the Hcpublican State 
of Oregon, the Demo.cratic leaders of Oklahoma who controlled 
the constitutional convention which framed the constitution of 
the State of Oklahoma, and have controlled by large majorities 
the legislatures of our State, ha\e failed to give the people o:fl 
Oklahoma any opportunity to express, at the general election, 
their choice for United Stn.tes Senators. This, too, in face of 
tho fact that Republicans have been demanding that the people 
be given this right. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oklnhoma 
has again expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of 1\lichigan. I yield five minutes to the gentle
man from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH]. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, in the time at my disposal I 
can not hope to add anything to the broad question of the elec
tion of Senators by tlle direct "Vote of the people. Personally I 
am in fuvor of that proposition. It would be academic for me 
to refer to the principles that were a<lvocated by the framers 
of the Constitution when the provision which we arc conslcler
ing was <!rafted into it.. The words of Roger Sherman and of 
Gerry and others of that time indicate that some of them were 
imbued with the idea that the Senafo should be u body that 
would represent the wealth of this country; that would rcpre· 
sent the interests as against the masses of the people; that 
should be elected by a few because the people dare not bo 
trusted. I shall not argue this point, because I take it that 
the majority of the Members of this body believe, as I believe, 
in the intelligence and the responsibility of the people. 

I do, howc\er, want to call attention to one or two matters 
that have arisen this afternoon with respect to the amendments 
that have been proposed and the substitute that was offered · 
by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] . The gentle
man in addressing himself to his substitute, as I understand it, 
indicated that he was fearful that the language of the proposed 
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constitutional amendment, if adopted, would give to the States 
the power to pro1icle in any way they might choose for the 
election of Senators, taking away from the people that which 
we seek to giye to them, the power of electing Senators. 

Only a word with respect to that. It seems to me the lan
guage in lines 6, 7, :m<l. 8 nullifies his argument, because that 
language is to the effect that the qualifications of electors of 
Senators slmll be those requisite for the "electors of the most 
numerous brunch of the State legislatures." 

And. more than that, lines 15, 16, and 17 indicate that that is 
the meaning of this whole amendment, when the language reads, 
with respect to the filling of rncancics, that the legislature of 
nny State may empower the executive thereof to make tempo
rary appointments "until the people fill the -vacancy by elec
tion." Words could hardly be llluiner, and I am opposed to the 
substitute, and pass from its discussion to another point that 
has been rnis.ed, namely, to the question whether or not we 
shall <lelegate to the States the power to elect the Sena.tors 
without the United States Congress exercising control over the 
manner of tlle election. 

So far ns I nm concerned, I have no objection to the amend
ment that hns been proposed. I believe in passing the amend
ment to the Constitution, however, in such n. manner ns will 
ap:peal to the most of the Stn.tes of the Union. If the one 
mmmer will appeal to most of them, I nm for that manner; if 
the other manner, I am for that manner, because I belie-re the 
resenation to the Congress of the right to control election of 
Scnntors is not a \ital principle that we need to stumble o\er. 
As I see it, the essence of the question is the election of United 
States Senators by <l.ircct vote of the people. 

I find myself in favor of that proposition, even without con
gressional control, for two reasons. In the first place, I believe 
thn t the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitu
tion provide an adequate safeguard of the citizenship of this 
country, and that in addition to this a sufficient safeguard of 
our form of government is found in the constitutional guar
anty of a republicnn form of government. In the second 
place, I find myself in accord with it when I reflect that the 
people of this country to-day, the peop1e of the several States, 
ha1-e already as great a responsibility upon them as is involved 
in tlle election of Senators, and they have proven themselves 
worthy of the responsibility. For more than a century our 
people hn.-re full well assumed the responsibility involved in 
the election of governors, the election of supreme courts, the 
election of :Members of tllis great body, and tlle determining of 
the great policies and problems confronting thq diITerent Com
monwealths, and for that reason I am for the amendment to 
the Constitution. [Applause.] 

Tlle SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
.l\Ir. DYER. Mr. Speaker, it is well and generally known tl.111t 

this is the.> most importnnt question concerning our organic law 
thnt has come up for consideration and decision since the adop
tion of the Constitution, and I agree that there is much force in 
the argument that in so important a matter as destroying the 
principle upon which the Constitution was founded we should 
deliberate long and well. The only other amendments to the 
Constitution have been to secure human rights or to ch::mge 
the mechanism for the election of a President. This amencl
ment changes the Constitution in one of its important principles. 

"'hen the Constitution was framed and adopted, its makers 
were composed of our most n.ble and learned statesmen. They be
lievecl at that time that the best plan was to have United States 
Senators elected by the legislatures of the several States form
ing the Union. They dicl not believe that the people at that 
time should be intrustc<l with the direct election of Senators. 
We are all well acquainted with the arguments and reasons 
given at tlmt time for their action. In favoring this amend
ment to-day we are not questioning their judgment of that day. 

· Experience and time are .the best teachers, however, und from 
them and from long consideration by the .P....merica.n people I 
am thoroughly convincc<.1 that the best interests of this Gov
ernment and of its people lies in the adoption of this n.mencl
ment, thereby giving to the people the rlght to elect their 
Senntors by direct 1ote and not by the State legislatures. The 
juc1gment of the people, when forme<l. after long and serious 
intelligent consideration, is the best criterion for those to go 
by who have been intrusteu with making the laws. The people 
want to elect by <lirect vote United States Senatoirs-their 
minds arc made up on that proposition. They have had some 
splendid lessons in the necessity of taking a way from State 
legi latures this right. We all know that it is best that this 
amendment should pass. There is no division of this House as 
regards this amendment on partisan lines. Upon this side, as 
.well as upon the other, we are all in favor of the principle 
involved in this resolution. The American people are in favor 

of it, and it is proper and right that they should be; so I will 
not dwell at length upon this proposition, because there is 
practically no contention regarding it. 
. To me there is one thing to be seriously considered, and that 
is the pai't of the resolution which provides for an amendment 
of section 4 of Article I, paragraph 1, of the Constitution which 
is in the following language : ' 

The times, places, nnd manner of holding elections for Senators and 
Ilepresentatives shall be prescribed in each State by the legislature 
thereof_; but the Congress may at any time by law make or alter such 
regulations, except as to the place of choosing Senators. 

It !s proposed in this resolution to amend and strike out 
~at portion of the Constitution which gives to Congress the 
r~ght t~ regulate the election. of Senators in the States, and to 
gl\'e this power over entirely to the State le.,.islatures so that 
it would re!ld as follows: "' ' 

The tlmes, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall 
be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof. 
. r. am op~oscd to that proposition; I am opposed to Congress 

g1vmg up its powers of regulating and having u supervisory 
power over the election of United States Senators. Not that 
this power will probably be exercised, but the fact that it is 
known to exist would have a tendency to cause corrupt legish
tures, such as llas been known to exist in mn.ny States in re
cent years, to honestly and fairly provide for holdin ... elections 
for United States Senators. 

0 

I therefore shall vote L"l favor of the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from l\!ichigan [Mr. You:NG] to retain to the 
Congress of the United States the power to 're,.,.nlate tbe man
ner and time of holding elections for Senators.

0 

If you gentle
men of the majority by your voles transfer tllis power from 
Congress to the State legislatures, you will be held to account 
by tile American people. We are amending the Constitution so 
~s to take away from State legislatures tho power of choos
rng Senators because they have in many cases abused their 
power. Now, the resolution of the gentleman from MiEsouri 
[1\fr. IlUCKER] l)ropcses to gwe the legislatures auclitional 
power as to the time, manner, and place of electing Senators 
and to depri-re the Congress of the United States of n rightful 
supervision 01er this matter, a supervision which Congress 
never has nnd never would abuse. You mnl~e a serious mistnke 
in my judgment., to vote down the amendment of the gentle~ 
man from Michigan [Mr. YouNG J, thereby depri"\ing Congress 
of the rights it is now given in this regard by the Constitution. 
However, I nm for the resolution. I prefer it be amended as 
above indicated, but, whether amendeu or not, I intend voting 
for it and thus give to the people the right and power that they 
demand-rightfully demand-being proud indeed of the honor to 
cast my first vote in this House in favor of so important a 
matter, one that is so universally demanded and so unfrersally 
needed. This Government will never suffer by listening to 
and granting the demands of the .Americun people. [.A.pplause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of 1\fichigan. Mr. Spea.ker, I yield sen~n minutes 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. N1.'"E]. 

Mr. NYE. .Mr. Speaker, there is but one question which seems 
to be an issue. I believe that history is a record of persistent 
human ad1ance, and thnt the movement of the Americ.an people 
towurd the exercise of more direct and more complete regulation 
of legislation and of the election of their officers is coming and 
will come to stay. I believe in this, I belie1e in the essential 
thing in this resolution, the election of United States Senators 
by the people. If the people make mista.kes, let them make 
mistakes. The world is full of mistakes. We lcu.rn by makin"' 
mistakes. 

0 

nut we do touch upon a question which seems to me to bC! 
sacred, the one that eliminates from the Constitution the power 
given to Congress to legislate as to the manner an<l. time of tl1e 
election of Federal officers. Under thnt clause of the Constitu
tion Congress has passed legislation. Back, I think in 1872 
such legislation was passed. I call attention of the House to 
some of the statements or languabe of the Supreme Court of 
the Unitecl States while passing upon this legis1atlon. 

It is impossible in the time th!lt I have to give any thorourrh 
consideration to these cases. Tho first one that I ha.1e in' mi~<l. 
is reported in 100 United States Reports, and is the case of Ex 
Parte Siebold, n habeas corpus case. The other is re_ported in 
110 United States, and is the case of Ex Parte Yarbrou..,h.. 
These cases involve the Ia.ws which were passed regulathig 
elections of Federal officers, Representatives, and Federal offi
cials. I call attention to some of the langllil.ge used by Mr. Jus
tice Miller in the case which I Inst mentioned, and I can of 
course, only read a small portion of the opinion : ' 
Thu~ a government whose essential character Is republican, who~e 

executive head and lc..,.1slntlve body are both elective, whose most 
numerous and poweriuf brunch of the legislature ls elected by the 
people directly hns no power by appropriate lnws to secure this election 
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from the influence of >iolence, of corruption, and of fraud is a propo
sition so startling as to arrest attention and demand the gravest 
consideration. 

If this Government Is anything more than a mere aggregation of dele
gated agents of other States and governments, each of which is superior 
to the General Go>ernment, it must have the power to protect the elec
tiom1 on which its existence depends from >iolence and corruption. 

If it has not this power, it is left helpless before the two great 
natural and historical enemies of all republics-open violence and 
insidious corruption • • * 

Will it be denied that it is in the power of that body [the Congress] 
to provide laws for the proper conduct of those elections? To provide1 if necessary, the officers who shall conduct them and make return or 
the result? And especially to provide, in an election held under its 
own authority, for security of life and limb to the voter while in the 
exercise of this function? Can it be doubted that Congress can by law 
protect the act of voting, the place where it is done, and the man who 
votes, from personal violence or intimidation and the election itselt 
from corruption and fraud? · 

If this be so, and it is not doubted, are such powers annulled because 
an election for State officers is held at the same time and place? Is it 
any less important that the election of Members of Congress should be 
the free choice of all the electors because State officers are to be elected 
at the same time? 

These questions answer themselves i. and it is only because the Con
gress of the United States, through ong habit and long years of for
bearance, has, in deference and respect to the States, refrained from 
the exercise of these powers that they are now doubted. 

But when In pursuance of a new demand for action that body, as it 
dicl in the cases just ennmeruted, finds it necessary to make additional 
laws for the free, the pure, and the safe exercise of this right of voting, 
"they stand upon the same ground and are to be upheld for the same 
reasons. • * * 

If this were conceded. the Importance to the General Government of 
having the actual election-the voting for those members-free from 
force and fraud is not diminished by the circumstance that the qualifi
cation of the voter is determined by the law of tbe State where he 
votes. It equally affects the Government, it is as lnuispensable to the 
proper discharge of the great function of legislating for that Govern
ment, that those who are to control this legislation shall not owe their 
election to bribery or violence, whether the class of persons who shall 
vote ls determined by the law of the State or by law of the United 
States or by their united result. • • • 

In conclusion the court says : 
If the Gover.ament of the United States has within its constitutional 

domain no authority to provide against these evils, if the very sources 
of power may be poiRoned by corruption or controlled by violence and 
outrage, without legal restraint, then, indeed, is the country in . dan_ger, 
and its best powers, its highest purposes, the hopes which it 1_nsp1res, 
and the love which enshrines it. are at the mercy of the combmatlons 
of those who respect no right but brute force, on the one hand, and 
unprincipled corruptionists on the other. 

Mr. Speaker, this case and the other that I referred to deals 
with legislation which was passed pursuant to this clause of 
the Constitution which we have debated here this afternoon and 
from both cases it would seem that the legislation rested wholly 
and purely upon that clause, n clause which seems to me to be 
sacred. I do not understand why gentlemen in the House want 
to take this out of the Constitution, at least upon so hasty con
sideration. 

Can we afford to di"lest Congress of a constitutional power 
which in its >ery nature is essential to the preservation of the 
Nation? What emergencies may arise in the future we can not 
tell, nor in what State or section nor at what time. But the 
provision is a wise one and was designed to provide against 
any condition of lawlessness or corruption that might defeat or 
tend to defeat honest elections of Federal officers. 

We do not distrust the people of any State, as intimated by 
gentlemen on the other side, but in matters of Federal su
premacy our trust .should be in all the people rather than a 
part. I regard the amendment of the gentleman from :Michigan 
as essential, because it lea>es, as the framers of the Constitu
tion iutencled, this necessary power with the whole people. 
The amendment should be adopted. [Applause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Nebraska [.Mr. NORRIS] . 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Speaker, there are invol>ecl in this pro
posed amendment two propositions. The one providing for the 
election of United States Senators by a direct Yote of the people 
is the first one. That, I think, practically every :Member of the 
House is in fa>or of. I regret that anyone should unclertake to 
gain, or to try to gain, any partisan advantage in the discussion 
of this particular proposition. I have no desire to discuss it in 
any partisan way whatever, but I want briefly to call the atten
tion of my friends on the other side-those who undertook to 
make political capital out of it when they were boasting of the 
fa.ct that the Republican Party had not seen fit to place this 
amendment in the Constitution when they were in power in both 
branches of the National Legislature-to the fact that when the 
Democratic Party wns likewise in power in both branches of 
the Congress it likewise failed to put it in the Constitution or to 
submit the amendment. 

As I ham said, this resolution to amend the Constitution 
contains two separate and independent propositions. The first 
one, as I have mentioned, is the election of United States Sena
tors by the direct vote of the people. The other one is to 
change section 4 of Article I of the Constitution by taking a way 

from Congress the power and the right to legislate in regarcl 
to the election of United States Senators and give such control 
entirely and exclusively to tbe several States. These two 
changes in the Constitution are combined in this one re~olution 
to amend. Unless the resolution can be amended, we must ac
cept both of these amendments or reject them both. They have 
no connection with each other; they refer to separate parts of 
the Constitution, and I can see no logical reason why they 
should be combined in this way. The proposed amendment to 
take this power to legislate in regard to senatorial elections 
away from Congress and give it to the St::ites has never re
ceived, so far as I know, the approval of any political party. 
and bas never been favored by any considerable portion of our 
people. If we adopt the amendment to this resolution proposed 
by the gentleman from Michigan, the effect of such amendment 
will be to take out of the resolution that part which proposes 
to take this jurisdiction and power of legislation in regnr<l to 
senatorial elections away from Congress. It will lea>e intact 
the proposition to elect Senators by a direct vote of the people. 
It is, in my judgment, to be very seriously regretted that the 
gentlemen who have charge of this resolution have seen fit to 
combine these two propositions into one. I am extremely anx
ious, and I believe the country is extremely anxious, ~o change 
the Constitution of the United States so as to provide for the 
election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the people 
themselves; but there are many citizens all over the country 
who, while they favor tbe election of Senators by direct vote, 
are conscientiously and unalterably opposed to the proposition 
of taking away from Congress the right to control congressional. 
elections. 

Wllile, personally, I think it would be unwise to take this 
power away from Congress, yet I do not regard it myself as 
a serious proposition, and the greatest objection I have to 
incorporating these two propositions together is that there is 
great danger of defeating the main proposition by so doing. 
You will give to some of the special interests throughout the 
country who are opposed to electing Senators by a direct vote 
an opportunity to get behind this other objection and thus defeat 
what we are really trying to accomplish. Other men who seri
ously object to this ot4er change but yet honestly think we 
ought to elect Senators by direct vote will be inclined to oppose 
the adoption of the amendment because you have coupled on 
to the proposition which they favor another proposition which 
they condemn, and it will therefore lose many votes and much 
of its force. 

This resolution to become effective must be approved by the 
legislatures of three-fourths of the States. If we are in earnest, 
if we want to give the people of tbe country the right and the 
opportunity to change the Constitution and provide for tbe elec
tion of Senators by direct vote of the people, then let us in 
good faith amend this resolution so that it will provide only 
for the election of Senators by the direct vote of the people. 
There would be no doubt, in my judgment, of the approval of 
this amendment by a sufficient number of the legislatures if 
we would submit it in this simple form and not couple it up 
with something that many people honestly and conscientiously 
oppose. If you desire to submit an amendment on this addi
tional change, then let it be a separate amenclme:i;it. Let each 
one stand on its own merits and then the legislatures can 
choose both if they want to, but they will have the rigllt to 
reject one and accept the other. The danger is that this amend
ment in its present form will fail because you have conpled 
on with a popular and desirable proposition one that is not 
demanded by the people and is condemned by a large number 
of people all through the country. 

I want also to call his attention to the fact that at the pres
ent time had the Democratic provision contaiued in the Demo
cratic n~tional platform l>een complied with by tbe Members 
of the United States Senate belonging to the Democratic Party, _ 
we would have the question now submitted to the legislatures 
of the several States. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I did not exactly understand, 
Mr. Speaker. Is the gentleman making some assault on some 
Democratic Senator? 

l\fr. NORRIS. No; I am not; I am simply answering a couple 
of gentlemen over on that side of tbe House who undertook to 
lay all the blame on the Republican Party because we hacl not 
before bad the election of United States Senators l>y direct vote, 
and I want to say that, as a matter of fact, tlle men who are 
against the election of Uniteu States Senators by direct Yote 
are in my party and they are in yoP.rs, and those who are in 
favor of it are likewise in both parties. 

Under no circumstances do I wnnt to impugn the motives of 
any man regardless of his politics on this question, and yet I 
heard the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] say in this 
debate that he was almost brought to lhe <;onclusion tllat there 
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wns- something ulterior in the moth·es of men. who wanted to 
amend this proposition~ this resolution to change the Constitu
tion, and I thought a complete answer to that would be tha.t 
for the same reason it might be said that we should be ready 
to impugn your motives l>ecnuse you have two propositions to 
amend in this resolution. You have coupled with one that 
e-rerybody fnv-ors another one about which there. is a serious 
disvute as to whether it ought to be adopted or not. Every
body here is in fuv-or, as far as I know, of the amendment pro
viding for the election of Senators by direct vote of the people. 

l\fr. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield? 
hlr. NORRIS. In a moment. Why, then, for God's sake, 

shonlcl you couple ·that proposition with another proposition 
that men are divided on ancl that is going to control the Yotes 
of many men on this proP-Osition, not only here but before the 
legislatures of the difierent States, and \Yhicll may defeat the 
whole thing? This amendment will have to be approved by 
three-fourths of the legislatures, and you ha>e coupled two 
propositions together, o.nc that is popular anc1 everybody wants, 
as I take i~ and--

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentlemnn has expired. 
Mr. NORRIS. Can I have a little more time? 
l\Ir . YOUNG of Michigan. I can yield to the gentleman.. 
Mr. NORRIS. And you ba>e. coupled it with another propo

sition which to me. does not me~1n -very much. I will favor the 
resolution whether the amendment of the gentleman from Michi
gan is adoptcll or not, but there are men rul over the United 
State~ conscientious antl honest,. who are going to oppose in 
the legislatures of the States the apprornl of this amendment 
unless you take out of it e\erything_ except the simple election 
of United States Senators by the people. 

.Mr. JAMES. The gentleman states that all on that side favor 
the election of United States Senators by direct vote of the 
people. · 

Mr. NORRIS. If I said that, I will say all as far as I know. 
I do not know of any man who is against it on either side of 
this House. 

J\lr. JAMES. Is not it true that the gentleman's own politi
cal party has never yet llad the courage in national convention 
to declare for it in any form? 

l\Ir. NORRIS. That is true~ but while your own political 
party hac1 the courage to put that in your platform, yet when 
you had an opportunity in the United States Senate to redeem 
tbat pledge to the people you faileu to do it. 

Mr. JAMES. No; that is not true. 
l\fr. NORRIS. I think it is. 
l\Ir. RUCKER of Missouri. That is a long time ago, before 

they commenced buying up legislatures. 
Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand the gentleman. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I say it has been n long time 

since we had power in the United States Senate. 
hlr. NORRIS. No; in the Inst Congress you had votes enough 

on tlle Democratic side to submit this proposition if they hru1 
all voted for it. 

Mr. JAMES. Oh, no. 
Mr. NORRIS. I want to say I have not looked the record 

up, but I think that is true. If the Democrats bac1 voted solidly 
for this platform pledge, of which you boast, this proposition 
woulcl hn Ye passed last Congress. 

JHr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Why, certainly; of course. 
lUr. NORRIS. I hnse. favored the election of United States 

Senators by direct vote of the people during nll my public life. 
The evils of the present system are so great and so apparent 
that it seems- to me this change ought to appeal to every reason
able thinking citizen. Within. the observation of us all ther.e 
has always been whenever the time. comes for the election of 
United States Senators several State legislatures that have 
devoted their entire session to the consideration of this one 
subject alone, and very often without results. The State legis
latures have duties to perform to their own States, and should 
be able to giv-e their undivided attention to the discussion 
and the consideration of laws pertaining to their respective 
States. Wherever, however, n United States Senator is to be 
elected this question oyershadows- all other questions, and very 
often prev-ents the legislature from giving consideration to and 
passing the necessary bills of which the States sometimes are 
sorely in need. It is not an uncommon thing for an entire ses
sion of the legislature to be frittered away because of a -dend
lock on the ques-tion of the election of a United States Senator. 
Needed legi-slntion is forgotten. The real duties pertaining to 
the membership are unperformed and not given proper consid
erntion on account of the election of the United States Senator. 
The Stnte laws are just as important to the people as national 
legislation, and often of more importance. Moreover, the pres~ 
ent system is not fnlr to the individual voter. He- often finds= it 

impossible for him to express his choice at the ballot box as 
between a cnndidate for United S~ates Senator and a candidate 
who represents his own iden.s as to State laws and State regu
lation who is running fo1· the State legislature. 

The 1oter often is compelled to vote against a man for the 
Stn:tc legislature who agrees with him absolutely and entirely as 
to his views regarding what lnws should be enacted and put upon 
the statute books jn his State, bec:::tuse only by so voting can he 
vote for a man who does agree with him as to who should 
represent the State in the United St::i.tes Senate. The citizen 
must often surrender one conviction or the Other and in such 
case, if he would work and vote for the candidate who would 
stand for his ideas of State government and Stn.te lnws, he 
must surrender his conviction and not only give up his choice 
as to United States Senator, but he must vote for a man whom 
be knows will v-ote against his p:i:eference for United States 
Senator. 

We have reaclled a stage in the development of political and 
social problems where great combinations of wealth have 
often too much influence in the framing of laws and in the selec
tion of public officials. Too often it bas been disclosed, in the 
history of the last 15 or 20 years, that money has taken too im
portant a part in the control of the legislature when it comes 
to the election of a United States Senator, until it had almost 
become common knowledge among our people that no poor man 
need apply. In other cases men have been elected to the Senate 
through the legislature by trading patronage for legislative 
votes. Members of the legislature who give their "Votes for the 
successful candidate have been rewarded by having dealt out to 
them some ~at political job, or if not to them directly, to some 
of their closest friends. It is a question in my mind whether 
an election controlled by patronage is not a greater e1il than 
one which is controlled directly by money. Both are wrong; 
both ought to be eradicated, and both ought to be made im
possible. The purchasing of an-office directly by money in some 
respects at least is not as bad and not as much evil follows from 
it as though the bargain and sale were made for a consideration 
of official place and patronage. When the den.I is made with 
money, the contract is ended when the votes are delivered and 
the person elected, but when the office is- purchased by the 
giving of patronage or position, then the Government -rery 
likely secures the appointment of incompetent, if not dishonest, 
men and so the taxpayers must pay in the end !or the unholy 
alli:mce. 

I do not charge that these things nave occurred often or fre
quently, but there are none of us who can not call to mind in 
recent years or in recent days many illustratrons of this kind. 
During the present winter several legislatures frittered awny 
the entire legislative session in senatorial deadlock. In some 
instances there has been no charge, either uirect or indirect, 
of any dishonesty or anything wrong. Men simply disagreed as 
to who should be their Senator. In other cases the newspapers 
ba1e been filled with charges of all kinds, ·where it has been 
openly charged that money has been ofiered ancl refused, and 
in other cases where positions of honor, profit, and trust in 
officin.l place have been offered in return for political votes, and 
in one of the great Stat es of the Union the disclosures hnv-e 
been so remarkable and Ilave shown such a disgraceful and 
dishonorable condition of barte1· and sale that it must bring 
the blush of shame to the countenance of every honest, p!ltri
otia citizen. 

If Senators were elected by a direct vote ot the people, these 
things could not occur. In n government founded upon the con
sent of the governed the largest possible participation in gov
ernmental affairs on the part of the people themsel-res is to be 
desired. It has been argued in the past by those who have 
opposed this amendment that the people themselves are not as 
well qualified to elect a Senn.tor as are the members of the 
State legislatures. I am confident that the past history of our 
senntorinl elections has demonstrated that this is an error. I 
do not expect the change to bring about perfection; that can 
not come to any government composed of mortal men. Mis
takes will be made by the people, but if rt is the people'~ gov
ernment and they desire to select their officials and make mis
takes, they themselves wm be responsible. They will un
doubtedly profit by whatever mistakes they may make. In Mt
dition to thfs, this new responsibflity placed upon the shoulders 
of the citizens will have a tendency to increase the Intelligence 
and the interest that people generally will take in these elec
tions. When you pla-ec n new responsibility upon an intelligent 
and honest man, he does tne- best he can to prepare himself 
for the proper performance of his new duty, to intelligently 
inform himself as to the- best way he can perform his addi
tional responsibility. There is no- doubt but what the citizen
ship of our country generally are dissntisfie(J with the present 
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method of selecting United States Senators. They have seen I a fraction, practically, of the people, represented in the legis
too many cases where the will of the people has . been abso- lature thr1;mgh a rotten borough system, that sent for so many 
lutely nullified and where special interests and wealthy combi- years to tlle United States the gentleman who gave the Demo
nations lrn.ve succeeded in absolutely naming the United States cratic Party its great opportunity when he wrote into the 
Senator. · laws the odius and malodorous Payne-Aldrich tariff law. [Ap-

The Senate of the United States is one of the highest and planse on the Democratic side.] We can take virtue from 
most honorable tribunals in the civilized world. I have great that condition, and we can exercise a little joy in the thought 
respect for its membership. It has to-day upon its roll some of that the gentleman misrepresenting the State of Rhocle Island 
our greatest statesmen, our ablest mcm, our most patriotic citi- in the United States Senate clid not represent the people of the 
zens. The history of our country shows that liberty and free- State of Rhode Ii::land but did represent only a poor fraction 
dorn ha >e had many able defenders in this forum. This change or minority of them. ' 
of lecting them by ~e pe~ple ~ill not detract from th~ ~bility :Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield for a 
of t:ue Senate. It will relleve it, however, of all suspicion of question? 
being too .far removed f~om the people themselves ~nd of all Mr. 0'.SHAUNESSY. I will. 
charge of its Mem.b~rs bemg too often el~ctec.1 by the illegal ~se Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. The gentleman has spoken of the 
of money ~nd political patronage. It will prevent the election inequality of representation in the Rhode Island Legislature. 
to the ~m~ed States Senate of some Members. who have not Would tlie gentleman favor an amendment to the Constitution 
honored it m the past. and who .coul~. under. no circums.tan~es be of the United States which would only give Rhode Island a 
elected to the Senate if .the entire citizenship had a voice rn the representation in the Senate of the United States to which it is 
set~l~ment of t~e question. . . entitled by its population? [Applause on the RepubHcan side.] 

.'.Ibis chan~e is demande~ by almost a nnammous s~ntiment Mr. O'SHAU:NESSY. I woulcl not; and I will say to the 
?f well-rneanm~ ai;id patriotic people. Our for~futhers, rn fram- gentleman from Michigan tllat that is a sort of threadbare 
mg the Co~stitution, were not confronted with many of the argument down my way and they llave been harping on it for 
great questions that confront ?S to-day. They wer~ not called a century. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
upon then ~o make an.y laws m r~gard to ~·eat railroads, and I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am very much, pro
tr~nsportat10n. corupnmes, because m those days ~he~e wet e no foundly, in fact, in favor of this amendment to the Constitution 
r~ilroads. Neither ~er~ they calle? upon to consider the qu~s- of the United States. I believe that it will do away with the 
tion of great combmatio?s of. C?-pital and wealth, bee.nus~ m contest of moneybags. I believe it will restore the representa-
that day there was nothmg similar to the great combmat10ns . . 
that have grown up under modern conditions. A great many tion of the people to wher.e it belongs. ~ . 
other dissimilarities between the conditions then and now might The srEA.KE~1• The time of the gentle~an_ bas ~xpired. 
be mentioned. It is but reasonable for us to recognize what is Mr. 0 SHAUNESSY .. I want but _one ~mute more. 
recognized by all the people-that these great corporations and Mr .. RUCKER of Missouri. I will yield to the gentleman 
combinations have too much of a. voice in modern legislation. one mmute more. 
Their activities in politics and in legislation have created preju· M:. O'SHA.UNE~SY. In the opportunity gi-:en to me to-day 
dice against them that, in some instances perhaps, goes too tar. I wis~ to emp?as1ze my th?rough accord with an enlarged 
But there can be no doubt but what their activities in legisla- fr~nc?1se. I wish to emphasize my thorough acco~d with the 
tion in many cases have resulted in laws tha.t gave them an p!'rnc~~le that the people should rule; and i.f th.ere is :;my place 
unfair adrnntage o.-er the ordinary person. ~n th1? whole co~try where ~h~t ?PPOrtu~ity is awaited more 

'rhis is a step toward placing ·the real government in the impatiently than m an~ther i~ is m the little State of Rhode 
hands of the people themselves. It is upon the citizens tlrnt we Island. I can say, possibly with some sorrow for my brethren 
depenc1 for stability as a government. It is upon the patriotic, on the Republican side .of ~he Honse, that once we get this 
common, industrious people of our country thnt our Government amendment to the Constitution and once we have tbe popular· _ 
must always lean in time of clanger and distress. To this class election of Senators in tlle State of Rhocle Island I beliern 
of people, then, we should give the right to control by direct firmly, just as sure as I am standi~g here, thnt we shall have 
election the selection of our public officials and to permit each two Democratic Senators representrng that State. [Applause 
citizen wllo is a part of the sinew ancl bnckli:lone of our Govern- on the Democratic sicle.] 
ment lu time of danger to exercise his influence by direct vote Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. 8peaker, I yield five min-
in time of pence. ' utes to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SAUNDERS]. 

:Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Mis- Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, tlle most interesting feature 
sonri use a little of his time now? of this debate is the evidence which it affords of the growth 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I . desire to yield of a democratic idea whose evolution bas been continuously 
fiye minutes to the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. O'SHAU- and pertinaciously opposed, by the reactionary thought of this 
NESSY]. country. 

Mr. O'SHA.U~~SSY. Mr. Spea'Ker, I wish I coulcl say to-day I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, to undertake to discuss at this 
that I represented the Legislature of Rhocle Island, but I feel time tlle conditions, and underlying rca~ns which have brought 
conficlent in saying that I represent the people of Rhode Island about the great clrnnge in tlle i101mlnr attitude toward the 
in giving my advocacy and vote to the proposed amendment election of Senators by tile i1co1ile. It is well understood that 
directing the election of United States Senators by direct vote the country favors this principle. Hence the unanimity with 
of the people. It may seem strange for me to say thnt I do not which the gentlemen on the minority side have come forward 
represent the Legislature of the State of Rhode Island, but to to commit tllemselves to its supvort. But after declaring them
you it will be made very plain when I state that the legislature selves in favor of the vrinciple, they find a stumbling block in 
of that State does not represent the people of the State. [Ap- the way of supporting the pending bill, in the fact that the pro
plause on the Democratic side.] Rhode Island unfortunately is posed amenclmcnt does not contain the present provision of the 
one of those- distinct cases to which we can point unerringly as Constitution reln ting . to the time, the place, and the manner of 
a victim of archaic laws and a moribund constitution. And I holding elections. They seem to apprehend danger in that 
am gratified that the Democracy is in power in this House, in portion of the joint resolution which gives to the respective 
order that we may take a short cut across lots in Rhode Island States the right to control the time, place, nnd manner of hold
and give to the people the power to vote for United States ing the elections contemplated by the amendment. 
Senators, and in that way help them materially to an enjoy- I wish to discuss briefly this ground of objection, and to show 
ment of liberties which have been suppressed by moth-eaten why in my judgment the power to control the time, place, and 
charter~. [Applause on the Democratic side.] To-day in the manner of holding these elections should be given to the States. 
State of Rhode Island they are battling for an enlarged fran- Some gentlemen say thnt when you take awny this power from 
cliiEe, which is to my mind a convertible term for an enlarged the Congress, you will impair the ·symmetry of the Constitu
freedom. I can better illustrate it by telling you that the city tion. Whenever you engraft upon the Constitution the prin
of Providence, with a population of 225,000 people and a quali- ciple of electing Senators by the people, you will thereby so im
fiecl electorate of 29,030, is represented in the State senate of pair tbe symmetry of the instrument as it came from the crafts
Rhode Island by one member, and that another section of the men who provided with such care against the popular selection 
population, containing 40,398 people and 5,620 qualified voters, of these offictaJ.s that the additional impairment involved in 
is represented in the same senate by 20 senators. You can extending to the States the right to control their election may 
easily see the disproportion; and you can easily recognize well be overlooked. But why do I contend that this feature of 
bow derelict I would be in my duty if I did not say something the Constitution relative to the control of Congress over the 
for poor, downtrodden Rhode Island to-day. [Applause on time and manner of holding elections should be eliminated from 
the Democratic side.] And it is that condition,, and it is that instrument? For this very sufficient reason, Mr. Speaker, 
that frightful misrepresentation, a minority ·of the people, that no one has ever been · able to ascertain the extent of the 
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power conferred by the present language upon the Congress of 

·the United Stntes. 
It bas been suggested that this language was inserted to en

nble the Congress of the United States-that is the Federal Gov
ernment-to preserve itself in time of emergency. nut, Mr. 
Spcnker, I desire to say, that in time of stress, when the exist
ence of a nation is at stake, the people of that nation do those 
things that are necessary and vital to protect themselves, and 
to preserve their integrity as a nation, without regard to the 
limitations of a written constitution. 

Mr. KOPP. Will the gentlem:m yield? 
The SPEJAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin? 
l\Ir. SAUNDERS. I do. 
l\fr. KOPP. Does the gentleman know of any reason why 

the Senate should release the supervisory control of elections · 
an<l the House of Representatives should retain it? 

Mr. SAU!l.'DERS . . None whatever. ' 
Mr. KOPP. Then why is this not made at least symmetrical 

in that respect, and why not strike out the whole proyision? 
l\fr. SAUNDERS. Simply because it would not be appro

priate in thiR connection. We are now dealing with the popular 
election of Senators only, but there is no reason why in the 
proper manner and at the proper time the same power of control 
shonld not be extended to the States in respect of the election of 
Mc1:1bers of the House of Representatives. 

Bnt, l\ir. Speaker, if there is no occasion to retain the pres
ent language of the Constitution, on the gr~rnnd that it is 
necessary for the vital existence of the Republic, then we ought 
not to retain in our organic law any language which is not sus
ceptible of de.finite ascertainment and positive meaning. 

l\Ir. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Virginia yield to 

the gentleman from Illinois? 
l\fr. SAUNDERS. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman from 

Illinois. 
Mr. MANN. If we do not know what the language means, 

nnd the purpose is to correct the Constitution in that respect, 
why not at the same time strike out the same provision in ref
erence to the election of Members of this House? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Inasmuch as this amendment relates to 
the election of Senators, the language used is pertinent and ger
mane, but it would be inappropriate in this connection to under
take to strike out the provision of the Constitution relating to 
the control of Congress over the election of Members of tl10 
House. Personally I bave no · objection to such action being 
taken, and would be glad to see it done at the proper time. 
I hope this answers the gentleman's question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\Ir. SAUNDERS. l\.Ir. Speaker, I will ask two minutes more 

of the gentleman from Missouri. 
l\1r. RUCKER of Missouri. So many gentlemen are asking 

for time, Mr. Speaker, that I will have to limit the gentleman 
to one minute. 

Mr. SAUNDERS. So many questions have been asked me, . 
tbnt the answers have consumed a large portion of my time. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will give the gentleman from 
Virginia two minutes. 

l\Ir. SAUNDERS. Now, Air. Spen ker, in conclusion, I wish to 
say that that which is · unknown is always terrifying, and to 
retain in a written instrument language which does not convey 
a vrecise and definite authority is to retain that which will be a 
lurking clement of danger. In the history of our Government, 
in all our times of stress, the time has never yet arrived when 
the statesmen of the country hayc been able to ascertain what 
this language means, or to enact any legislation under its au
thority. Looking down the vista of time, I can not sec that tlle 
retention of this provision in the organic law in relation to the 
election of Senators is in any wise necessary for the preservation 
of our liberties, or rights, or for the promotion of the national 
safety. 

For wlmt purpose, may I ask those gentlemen who insist 
upon its retention-for what purpose should this vague and 
indefinite power of control over State elections, be retained in 
the hands of Congress? There is no question of partisan politics 
involved. If the Constitution, is changed in this reRpect, the 
change will enlarge the power of all the States alike. It will 
not afford an exclusive, or dangerous power to any section of 
the United States. 

There is no portion of our common country that is inter
ested in the retention of this indefinite power by Congress. 
'l'his fact I call to the attention of the gentlemen who profess 
to favor the general principle of popular election of Senators 
but oppose the present bill, merely because <:me of its provisions 
gives to the States a .Power which they should have had from the 

beginning. They are ready to imperil the principle which they 
profess to be wil1ing to support, on a ground which is palpably 

·flimsy and unsubstantial. No gentleman in this debate has 
undertaken to de.fine, or to declare the extent of the power 
which it is supposed that Congress now enjoys over the time 
and manner of holding elections to elect the Members of this 
House. The Congress of the United States to-day enjoys no 
control o>er the place of holding the elections. It possesses a 
power, over the time and manner only, which no expositor of 
the Constitution has ever been able to fix in any precise terms. 
This bill should pass in the form in which it was reported. The 
people have demanded this reform, and the enactment of this 
law in terms that can not be misunderstood, and the response to 
that demand should be its passage by a unanimous vote of this 
House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gen

tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARBETT]. 
l\Ir. GARRETT. l\fr. Speaker, I think gentlemen on that side 

of the aisle are alarming themselves unduly over the effect of 
the modification of the paragraph of the Constitution to which 
so much reference has been, made. I frankly state that I sbouhl 
not vote against this proposition if the proposed modification 
was not contained in the resolution; bnt I do prefer that it 
should be contained therein. And what, in common reason, 
may I ask, l\Ir. Speaker, can be tbe objection to retaining it? 
What is this resolution itself? It is but the expression of a 
confidence in the judgment, the wisdom, and the patriotism of 
the people of the Stutes. If the people can be trusted to elect 
their Senators, may they not be trusted to regulate the manner 
and the time of choosing the Senators? 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], in addressing the 
Chamber this morning, referred to what he himself declared to 
lJe an extreme case, that of a State seceding, and asked how the 
Federal Government could preserve and perpetuate its orgnni
zation under such a condition as that. l\Ir. Speaker, there was 
a time when many States seceded. The Federal Government at 
that time possessed this power. · Did it preserve its power and 
its prestige by regulating the election of Senators in the States 
under the power that it then possessed? Oh, no; it presened 
its power and its prestige by force and nrms, just us it will have 
to do ngain should such a condition arise. The leaving of that 
power in the Congress of the United States will not aicl in pre
serving the power of the Government under such conditions as 
that. It is consistent with the thought that underlies this 
amendment, in that it is adding to the power of the pooplc of 
the States; and, as I bave said, being not only willing bnt 
anxious to give to tbe people of the States the power which tlley 
demand, of acting directly upon those who shall represent the 
Stntes in the coordinate legislative branch of the Government, I 
nm wil1ing to go Rtill further and say that if they are cnpnhle of 
doing that they certainly are capable of dealing patriotically and 
wisely with the question of the manner and the time of choos
ing those officers. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\Ir. S11eaker, I ask the gentlemnn 
from Michigan if he will consume the balance of his time? As 
far as I kuow, there will be only one more speaker ou this side. 

l\fr. YOUNG of Michigan. Will the Chair state how much 
time we have left on each side? 

The SPEAKER. 'J'he gentleman from l\fichiiran hns 47 min
utes and the gentleman from .Missouri [Ur. Ruc1rnu] bas 42 
minutes remaining. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield fi>e minutes to the gentle
man from Rhode Islcmd [Mr. UTTER]. 

l\Ir. U'.rTER. Mr. Speaker, I hardly expected thnt the neces
sity would arise to-dny to defend. Rhode Islnnd, and I am glnd 
to say that Rhode Island does not need any defense. ·when 
the opportunity arises for this House to consider Rllodc Islal1<l 
under the state of the 'C'nion, Rhode Island will l>c fonud mat.:
ing a. favorable report. [Applause.] I do think it is pro11er fo!." 
me to sny, howm·cr, that though I have been a resident of t118 
State of Hhode Island for half a century, and my colleague from 
that State [Mr. O'SHAUNESSY] has been a resident of the Stn:e 
for a little less than four years, I doubt if he is any more re:i c1;v 
to leave the State to-day than I am. Indeed, both of us intend 
to stay. [Applause.] 

The resolution which we haYe before us to-dny pro>ides for 
two things. This Congress has put upon it two cluties. Tllc 
first is the duty of proYicling a wny by which the people cnn 
express their opinions in amending their Constitution; the sec
ond is the duty of doing that in such a form that the people can 
pass npon that amendment in a clear and unclerstancling 
manner. 

This resolution proposes two things: The .firRt is open an cl 
frank; it proposes to give to the people of the various States 
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the tight to elect- their Senators by- direct vote. It proposes, 
in the second place, a thing. that is not open, a thing that is 
not frank, and tlmt is to ch:mge the Constitution in such n way 
as to rob Congres!T of the right to protect itself. [Applause.] 

I have hen.rd nothing hei:c on eithei~ side of criticism of the 
first open and frank proposition. 1\Iembers on both sides, al
most unanimously, hn:rn st:ited that they believed1 in the election 
of United States Senators by the people. The only criticism 
that has come has been criticism of submitting to the people 
i;:o important a change in such a mn.nner that they can not- pass 
upon one change without also passing upon another~ 

lUr. Speaker, I have been l.Lstening- as a new ·Member, and I 
have been_ pleaseu by the remarks made by members of the 
majority that they wanted. to play fa.ir. If you want to pluy 
fair :is a bouy, pl:iy fair by placing befo:i:e the people the reso
lution of amendment in such a form tlmt they can unuerstand 
it :incl -vote on the prjme purpose, and not be held back by a 
secondary amcnclment. I therefore ask you to accept the amend
ment offei:ccl by the gentlem:ln from Mlclligau [Mr. YoUNa], 
and having accepted the amendment to ratify the resolution and 
ratify it practically unanimously. As the gentleman from Illi
nois hns well suid, while the people. of the United States have 
plainly asked for the privilege of electing Senators by the votes 
of the people of the several Stutes-, they hn:ve not and will not 
clemnnd that the Senate anu the House of Representatives yield 
their power to protect themselves. Therefore, in order to pro
tect ourselves us we legislate for the great American people, we 
should.. adopt the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
lliclligan, and then unanimously pass the constitutional amend
ment asked for by the people. [Applause.] 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
if the gentleman from Michigan understands that there is but 
one more speech ta be made on this side? 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I so understood the gentleman. 
1\lr. RUCKER of Missouri. I expected to yield to a gentle

man whom I supposed had. changed his mind._ I now under
stand differently~ anu I will yield to him now. 

Mr. YOUNG of .Michlgan. Very well. _ 
l\Ir-. RUCKER of Missouri. I yield 1ive minutes to the gentle

man from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I can not hope to add n.nything 

to this discussion. I am iIL favor of the resolution ns it comes 
from the committee. I.t is the same resolution that hns been 
passed by this House and which for three times the House has 
almost unanimously voted, both Republican and Democratic, 
when the House was overwhelmingly H.epublican. It is the ~amc 
resolution tllat the Judiciary Committee of the Senate reported 
word for word, unanimously at the last session. It is the sum~ 
resolution-in fnct, it contains the same language-that would 
have passetl the Senate and been now the law upon the statute 
book-submitting to the people of the United States the grent 
change in our Constitution which the people hn.vc demanded, 
wllic:h the Democratic Party in its platform and pledges have 
for years demnndeu-had not the enemies of the rernlution in 
the United States Senate injected into the resolution an amend· 
ment which is now offered on the floor of this House to accom
plish the ~ame purpose, the defeat of. this resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, if we can. submit to the people of the States of 
this Union this resolution, amended ns is proposed, we take 
away from them the rigllt to prescribe the qualiflcatiOlls of 
voters in the election of Senators and destroy the form of gov
ernment that was intended by the fathers-a union of States, 
and not a consolidated confeclern.te empire, simply nn empire 
with provinces. Those of us who beliern in local self-govern
ment ought not to be asked to gi-ve into the hands of Congress 
expressly the power to invade the Stntes and regulate the fran
chi~s of their citizens and the manner of holding their elections. 

While I heartily approve of the election of United Stntes 
Senators by the .people, I can not support tlle proposition that 
Congress shall ha"Ve the power to regulate and supervise these 
electlons in the States~ and if the nmenclment off'cred. by the 
gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted I can_ not support 
the resolution. 

I have stated tlmt the amendment offered here is the same as 
that pr.oposed in the Senate. I finu it is the exact amendment 
which, being adopted in the Senate, accompliEhed the defeat of 
the resolution in. the Senate at the last session, which was as 
follows : 

Senate joint resolution 1S4. 

Amendments intended to be proposed by lUr. SuTIIEnLA~D to the. joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 134) proposing nn amendment to the Constitu
tion provi<1Ing that Senators shall be elected by .the people of tho 
several States, viz: 
On page 1, line 7, after the word "vacancy," strike out the words 

" and in lieu of an of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so 
far as the same rel:ltcs to any auth.orlty in Congress to make o:r alter 
regulations as to the times or manner of holding elections for Senator." 

.And on page 2 strike out, 1n lines 0, 10, and ll, the words "The 
times, places, and manner of holding elections for Senators shall be as 
prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof." 

I recall that there have been times, Mr. Speaker, when. the 
Congress of the United States has endeavored, with reference 
to the election of Representatives in Congress and. other matters 
that affected certain sections of this country, to pass stringent, 
violent, anu forceful laws. In many cases it took the decision 
o:t the Supr:emc Court of the United States to decide that those 
laws were unconstitutional, and the question as to whether 
Congress can invade the States and regulate the election even 
of_ Representatives is one of some doubt, because the cases 
decicled by the Supreme Court were not decideu by a unanimous 
court, but IJy n bare majority of the court. In a case to which 
I desire t? allude, and which I hold in my hand, the Supreme 
Court decided. that the State of Uichi~ had a right to pre
scribe tlie manner of holding the election for electors for Presi
dent. Tl.le State of Michigan. prescribed for this election of 
electors for President by congressional d1stricts. 

Thnt was the case of McPherson v. Blocker (146 U. S. Repts., 
p. 1), in which the court decided: 

Under tile Constitution the. legislatures of the several States have 
exclusive power to direct the manner in which the electors of Presi
dent nncI Vice President shall be appointed. 

Such appointment may be made by the legislatures directly ox: by 
popul:u.: vote in districts or by general ticket, as may be provided by the 
legislatures. 

In the same case, and. in many others, cited in this case, the 
court decides that the right to vote in the States comes from 
the State~; and that the right to vote intended to be protecteu 
by the .fourteenth and fifteenth amendments refers to the right 
to vote as established oy the laws and constitutions of the 
States. 

Surely, if we can lea.-ve to the States the right to determine 
who shall vote for the Chief Executive, we can and should 
not depart from that safe and sournl constitutional rule in the 
election of Senators. The great end in view sought to be ob
taineu by this resolution, and which has been so constantly 
demanued by the people, is not thn.t the Congress shall regulate 
the election of Senators by invadin;; the rights of the States 
and local self-government, but that the qillllified voters of the 
States, qualified. as such by the laws and requirements pre
scribed by the State legisl!lturcs, shall ha.ve the right to choose 
directly United States Senators, and that power shn.11 bo no 
longer lodged. in the legislatures of the States. 

Quoting from l\Ii:. Jefferson : 
The Senate was intended as a check on the will of tho Representa

tives when too hasty ; they nrc not only that, but completely so on the 
wi11 of the people a:lso; and in my opinion are heaping coals of fire 
not only on their persons, but on their: body :rs a. brunch of. t11c 
legislature. It seems that the opinion is fairly launched into public 
that they should be placed under the control of n. more frequent recur
rence try the will of their constituents. This seems requisite to com
plete the e:.periment, whether they do more harm or ~ood. Mischief 
may be done negatively as well as positively. Of this the Senate has 
furnished many yroors. 

I do not know whetller this was true at the time. when Mr. 
Jefferson wr.ote these words, but we do know that in more recent 
years the action of the Senate on many important questions 
has been such that the demand has constantly grown that 
the manner of electing United Stntes Senators shall be changed. 
Aml I trust that the day is not f'ar distant when this demand 
of the people shall be complied. with. The passage of this 
resolution !Jy Congress will bring to the people a realization of 
their hopes, so long deferred. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. YOUNG of 1\lichigan. l\lr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FAIIB]. 

l\Ir. FARR. l\fr. Speaker, it was my purpose to offer an 
amendment to Une 4, nnge 2, to insert. after tlie word.. "the" 
the following wor<ls, '"direct vote of the"; but I. yielu my time 
to the gentleman from Dlinois [l\fr. lUANN], wllo contemplates 
offering some amendments, one of which will cover the point 
1 hn.ve in. view. I shall take this opportunity, however, to say 
that the people of the district I have tlle Iionor to represent
Scruntont Pa., and Lackn.wanna County-are very generally in 
fa"Vor of. United States Senators being elected by the direct 
'"°otes of the peopl~ and, in accordance with their wishes and 
my own convictionst I. shall cheerfully vote in favor of an 
amendment to the Constitution to give the people thnt privilege. 

Mr. YOUNG of 1\.Ilchigan. Mr. Speaker, I ylel<l five minutes 
to the gentleman. from Wisconsin [M:r. CooPEil]. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Spcnker, it has seemed to me from the 
discussion this nftcrnoon that there is here more or less mis
apprehension as to the law; and, with due deference to the dis
tinguished gentlemen who entertain views different from my 
own, I desire to state- tho filw as I uncforstand it. The right to 
vote is not a Fcde_ral right It does not come from the Constitu
tion ot the United States. Under"" the Constitution each. State 
has always had the sole power to prescribe the qualifications of 
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its electors. The pending amendment leaves this power un
changed, and under it the States would still have the right to 
say what shall be the qualifications of those who are to vote for 
United States Senators. Those qualifications this amendment 
prescrilJes shall be the qualifications of electors for the lower 
branch of the respective State legislatures. 

All that the l!'e<leral Constitution does by the fifteenth amend
ment, to which reference has been frequently made, is to guar
antee that a certain kind of discrimination therein specified 
shall not be practiced by the States. The right of suffrage 
itself, the qualifications of electors, comes from the State stat
ute. Here is the fifteenth amendment: 

The right of citizens of the United States to vote shnll not be denied 
or abridged by the United States or by any State on accofmt of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude. 

The Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appropriate 
legl1Slation. 

Now, if the proposed amendment shall become a part of the 
Constitution, then when a State has fixed the qualifications of 
the citizens who can vote for memberfi of the lower branch of 
tile State legislature, those citizens will be the persons who can 
vote for United States Senators. If any State should pass a 
law declaring that white citizens could vote for United States 
Senators, but that colored citizens could not, the Supreme Court, 
of course, would pronounce such a law unconstitutional. 

While I would prefer that this amendment, in order that it 
might have been insured passage by the requisite number of 
States, should not contain the provision it does contain nullify
ing part of paragraph 4 of section 1, nevertheless I am unable to 
see such possible harm to come as has been talked about so 
frequently and so forcefully here to-day. There is now a 
Federal statute which would punish any conspiracy of election 
commissioners or other persons in a State who should under
take, in violation of the fifteenth amendment, to depriye quali
fied electors of the State of their right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield one minute more to the 

gentleman. 
Mr. COOPER. l\Ir. Speaker, I regret that I have not time 

to nmplify this. 
There is another phase of the question about which I wish 

to say a. word. I hope gentlemen appreciate my pleasure on 
hearing distinguished Republicans rise on this floor to-day and 
in exultant tones proclaim that there is unanimity among Re
publicans everywhere as to the wisdom of having United States 
Senators elected by the people. But, Mr. Speaker, it was not 
always so. I had the honor on behalf of the State of Wiscon
sin in the Republican national convention of 1908 to present a 
plank calling for the electioll" of United States Senators by the 
people. It received 114 votes out of a total of more than 900. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I remember that a distinguished Republican, tile chairman of 
the committee on resolutions, Mr. Hopkins, then United States 
Senator from the State of Illinois, denounced that plank and 
rejoiced when Republicans repudiated it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] I cite this at this time only to remind the 
House that, in the language of the Rev. John Jasper, of Rich
mond, Va., "The world do move." [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time o~ the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Does the gentleman desire more 

time? 
Mr. COOPER. I would like a minute more. 
Mr. RUCKER of :Missouri. In order to have this matter 

fully, fairly, and freely discussed, I yield 10 ruinutes to the 
gentleman. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog
nized for 10 minutes additional. 

l\Ir. COOPER. I am under \ery great obligations to the 
gentleman from Missouri. I appreciate the disinterestedness 
of his moti\es. [Laughter and applanse.] Not for the world 
would he see any trouble on this side of the Chamber! [Laugh
ter and applause.] But I shall not say another word about the 
Chicago convention. [I.,,aughter.] Nor shall I proceed any 
further to elaborate upon the law--

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. COOPER. I do. 
l\Ir. HAYES. I want to ask the gentleman if he does not 

think that the resolution as proposed by the majority, if it 
should be submitted to the people of the se\eral States and 
receirn their approval, would not nullify a portion of the fif
teenth amendment to which the gentleman has referred? 

Mr. COOPBil. I do nQt at all think so. 
Mr. HAYES. The last expression of the popular will, the 

gentleman tllinks, would not control? 

Mr. COOPER. It would not nullify any part of the fifteenth 
amendment. 

Mr. HAYES. I think it would. 
Mr. COOPER. Just a moment. My contention is this: That 

the right guaranteed to every voter in the United States by the 
Constitution of the United States is that the State of which 
he is a citizen shall not discriminate against him as a voter on 
account of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. 
There is nothing in the Federal Constitution to pren~nt a State 
from fixing a property qualification for the suffrage and saying 
that no man not possessed of $50,000 worth of property should 
have the right to vote. No State ought to pass a law of that 
kind; but any State might pai:;s such a law unless its own State 
constitution would prevent. '.rhe Federal Constitution would 
permit the State of the distinguished gentleman from Califor
nia to enact a statute providing that only citizens worth $50,000 
might vote, but thereupon the fifteenth amendment would guar
antee eYery citizen of that State worth $GO,OOO the right to 
T"Ote whether he were white or colored. 

The qualifications of electors are fixed by the State statutes, 
and the Constitution guarantees, let me repeat, that there shall 
be no discrimination between citizen voters because of race, 
color, or preyious condition of serYitude. This right being 
guaranteed by the Constitution, the United States, as a sovereign 
Nation, has the power to pass a law which shall protect th11t 
right and punish those who violate it. Congress has already 
enacted such a law-section 5508 of the Revised Statutes: 

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or in
timidate any citizen in the free exercise and enjoyment of any right 
or privilege granted to him by the Constitution or the laws of the 
United States, etc., • • • he shall be punished, etc. 

That is broad enough to cover violations of the provisions o1 
the fourteenth or fifteenth amendments. It could be made 
specifically to cover cases coming under the fifteenth amend
ment. And it could be amended--

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wiscon~in yield 

to the gentleman from California? 
l\Ir. COOPER. In just a moment. Now, there is in this con

nection another subject to which we as Republicans ought to 
direct our attention. As a Republican born and bred, reared in 
a RepulJlican atmosphere, coming from among a people who con· 
ducted stations of the underground railroad to help men and 
women to liberty, I greatly deplore the fact that in certain 
portions of the Republic citizens are disfranchised by statute 
practically, and only because of their color. Every disfran
chisement, as I understand it, is under a statute. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Under the constitution of the State. 
l\Ir. COOPER. Under the constitution of the State, and those 

statutes have been taken-the "grandfather" statute and oth
ers-to the Supreme Court of the United States and declared to 
be constitutional. , 

Mr. HAYES. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. COOPER. There are a good many phases of this ques

tion. But I do not believe-
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin [l\Ir. 

CooPER] yield to the gentleman from California [l\1r. HAYES] ? 
l\Ir. COOPEU. In just a moment. As I said, this resolution 

would ha.Ye been more certain of receiving the support of the 
requisite number of States if it had been drawn somewhat dif
ferently, but if it should pass in this form I do not believe that 
the rights of any citizen would be jeopardized. And the men 
who believe in the election of United States Senators by direct 
vote of the 11eople ought not to jeop:irdize the necessary two
thirds Yote by voting against the resolution in its original form 
if it becomes necessary to vote upon that naked proposition. 
There are good men here who believe the resolution as presented 
is dangerous; but there are bad men, cunning men throughout 
the country who want this resolution defeated at all hazards. 
[Applause.] No mere technicality conjured up here should suf
fice to defeat a thing so vital to the welfare of the Republic. 

One of the gentlemen said that when our forefathers enacted 
the Constitution conditions were not as they are to-day. That 
is true. There is to-day such a concentration of wealth and 
power-often of dangerously corrupting influences-around 
State legislatures as our forefathers never dreamed of, as the 
world never imagined until within the last 40 years. Therefore 
this amendment ought to pass, and will pass, in some form or 
other, I sincerely hope. I shall vote for the amendment pro
posed, and if that does not pass then I shall vote for the 
original resolution. 

Now, I yield to the gentleman from California [Ur. HAYES] . 
Mr. HAYES. I wish to ask the gentleman if he has not failed 

to discriminate between the amendment to the Constitution 
which controls the Congress of the United States and the 
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'Statute passed by Congress wbich a ma§ority af both Houses 
may repeal at any time? 

l\1r. COOPER. Not at all. Ann the ·gentlemn.n fulls to see 
the point which I attempted 1o make, which is, that this 
:rmendment Iea•es with the Stutes the right to fix the qun.'ltiicn

. tions of the electors. 
Mr. HA.YES. Surely; but it talres away from tl:i:e Congress 

of the United States the right to supervise the election <:>f 
Se~mtoTs 'and to regulate the manner in whicli fu.ey shrill be 
electecl, which it has -at present under the Constitution. 

~.ir. COOPER. We baye not the -right to-day to ·fix -the 
qualifications of electors. The gentleman is ·entirely mistaken. 
We huye never hn.d that right under the Constitution. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the ·gentleman 'from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

l\Ir. COOPER. Congress never had the right to fix the gun.li
fications of the electors of tile States. [A:pplause.] 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speal>:er, I now yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois HTr. 1\1.A.'!'IN] . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Spcn.ker, 1: offer the followlng nmendm.ents, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

·The SPEAKER. The Clerk will re_port the amendments. 
The Clerk read as i.ollowi! : 
Amond page 2, line 4, :by .inserting after the word " .by " Tue ..foHo-w

.ing : ".A direct vote of." 
.Amcn<l .:page 2, llnes 7 nna 8, by strnrtng out toe word " legislatures" 

and inserting 'the word "legislature:" 
Amend IJa&e 2, line 1G, .by striking out the words " that the legis

lature oi ally .State mn.y .empower," and on line lG, by ·striking out the 
l\'Ord "to" and inserting in lieu thereof the word "shall." · 

Amend on page !!, line 18, by striking out the •words " so " and " ns." 

1\Ir. MilTN. Mr. Spea1rnr, this House has on a number of 
occasions in the past pabSed a joint res-Olntion pro-vlding for a 
·direct \ote ·on the election of Senators. ·So far as I remember, ·1 
have never Yoted for that resolution. I shn11 not vote for tilis 
resolution. 

I am ·not -prepared to say whether, in my own 'judgment, Sen
ators shoultl be elected by a direct vote or by the method now 
}lrov1d.ecl 'by -the Constitution. But I thirrk .I am able to see far 
enougll into the future to see that lf it shall be ·pro-vided that 
Senrrt01·s sba1l be elected by a direct Tote of the _people of the 
Tario1?s Stntes it is but the ·beginning of fue end of State s<JY
ercigni.-y, of the soyereign rights ·of n State, or "the powers of n 
Stnte, as they ·now -exist, over 1ocal mutters. 

T.b.e gentleman 'from "Rhode Island [Mr. O'SHAUJ\'"ESSYJ -a 
womcnt ago complained of the constitution and laws of ms 
State, which g1rn to one dist1ict with ·n smnll _population the 
same representation in the .senate ·of tbat Stnte that the eity of 
'Providence .bus, with TI: :population ·of mare than 200,000. So 
1ong a-s -we nave maintru.ned the principle that the 'Senators 
·were dele-go.tes ·of the State, elected by the 1egis1atures ·of the 
State, we could well claim that each State snould .have the 
same representation. 

'But the -very reason that causes the gentleman from Rhode 
Island to refer with invectiYe to the 1aiws of his Stn.te which 
take away equa.1 ·representation will, 1n the course of a few 
yea.rs, -wnen the Senators .nre elected by the Stntes oy «lirect 
-vote of i:he people, en use the great State of New York ·the great 
State of Tilinois, aye, the people of the great country in which 
we 1ive, to say, " 'i'here is no re:rson why n man in Rhode 
Island voting for a Unitea States Senn.tor sbauld !be the equn.l 
o'f 20 men in the ·state of New York." 

Mr. DORLA.ND. Will the gentleman -yie1d'? 
Mr. MANN. I wi.11 not yield at i:his time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman refuses to yield. 
Mr. M.AJ\"N. It J.s the logic of events, 1\Ir. Spealrer, which 

controls us in the long run. And there ls nothlng -so inexor
able as the logic of m-ents. We think now that if we change 
-the methoil of electing Senntoxs and provide that they shall be 
e1ecteil by a direct \Oto of the }Jeople we do not change the 
theory of the Constitution. Aye, but we do, and when but a 
short time goes on-it mny l>c shorter or longer-the -people 
will sny that it is unfu.lr to have rotten boroughs in Stutes, as 
tbe ,gent1eman from Rhouo Is1and woulu say they have rotten 
boroughs in Rhode Island. For many years ·in England .mem
bers of Parliament were elected .from rotten boroughs, without 
IJOpulation to speak of, ·but hanng the sn.me _power nnd the same 
influence that those members had who came from gr..ea't cen
ters of population, representing great numhers of people. 

J.\"ow, so far as I am concerned, I am yet undecided in my own 
mind .as to llow far the .Present tendency of events ou...,.ht to 
IJToceed in the abolition o'f the J)owers ana the rights ~ the 
States. 

1J:uc1er .the commerce clause of the Constitution we .har.c 
alrcndy largely depriYed the States of their powers, and as fa 
business we meet the commercial affairs of the country, we are 

·eonstuntly im:po-rtuned on -e•ery ·side to add t-o the powers of 
-the -General Government and to take ·away the powers of the 
loca1 governments. if do not undertake ta say which is the 
_proper course, but so fong .as I have been in this leg1slati'rn 
bo~~ ! ha'\e enc1eavorea to mainfain 'fhe -iights of the States as 
or1gmally contemplated, believing t1mt if the time ca.me when 
~s~ate lines shm:ild be practically abolished, it ought to be done 
with knowledge and by the direct :representation and mm1a.ate 
of 'fhe -people, instead of being done indirectly. 

Mr. '.Speaker, ·one -Of the greatest benefits which tho citizens 
•o'f -0nr ·country enjoy is the right of local self-government. I do 
not wish to be a party in any degree to the taking a way from 
the people of the right of locaJ. seLf-goyernment. 

Now, Mr • .Speaker, I had :not intended to discuss the merits 
of this proposition to any -extent, forced upon us in the way tbn t 
it bas been, without a fair chance to consider it 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speflker--
1\fr. MANN. I ..hope tho gentleman will not interrupt me at 

present. 
The. S-PEAKER. The gentleman -refuses 'to yielcl. 
Mr. MANN. I will be ·glad to yield to the gentleman later. 

When .I say that this Jlfoposition has been forced upon us in 
the way that it I.ms been, without .a fair chance to consicler it, 
I ·do not mean merely the opportunity to talk about it on the 
floor of the House. _'.J: mean tho opportunity to offer runerad.
mC!Ilts, the chance to really consider tile proposition. In the 
1ast Congres~ -the distinguished gentleman from Missouri [MJ'. 
LLuYD], the collen-gue of tire distinguished gentleman from. Mis
souri [1\I-r. RucKER], introduced a resolution on this subject. 
'There had been many .re-solutions -passed before it. In the 
·Fifty-fourfu ·Congress, 1n the Fifty-iiftil Congress, in tne Flfty. 
·slrlb. Congress, in -the .Fifty-Eeventh Congress a resolution il~d 
been passed proyiding for the direct election of Senators. A 
Tesolution simila:r to those four which hnd -previously passed 
was introduced in the Inst Congress by the gentleman from 
Missou1i [l\'rr. LLoYD] 11.Ild reported favorably .from :tllc com~ 
mittee, though neyer -passeu through the House. 'The gentle
man from 1\lissolll'i [Mr. RucKER] iuh·oduced. on April 4, the 
iirst da-y of this session, a resolution quite similar to the one 
w.hich hn.d been four times passed ancl which, one other time, 
had been introiluced by the ·gentleman from Missouri [Ur. 
"LLoYD] and re.Ported into the H.ouEe; lmt the Tesolution 11s it 
-cnmes before us for action, without a chance to give it consid-
·crnfion, is an entirely different one. . 

I _propose to call attention to some of the particular things 
in the resolution now l)ending. Gentlemen may say that the 
·criticism 1: make is n carping criticism. '.i\fr. 'Speaker, it hns 
mways -seemed to me i:hat the Constitution of the United States 
wus sufficient1y important to consider both the merits Imel 
the form ·of the n.men.Clments wllich might be adopted to it. It 
has always seemed to me that· Congress might ·cTcn cons1aer 
rhetoric and cgrammur wben adding an an1enilment to tbe 
Omsti tufi-0n. 

lV'hen 'We Temtmiber that there ha•e been so few mncndments 
'addec1 in ·all t'he many -ye::rrs of the existcnee of om -Oonetitntion, 
'it .has seemed t-0 me that we might ia:ke sufileient time ·at lcnst 
'to -put an :amendment in in·oper grammatical nncl rhetorical 
shape. Considering the fact that there ha-ve IJeen only three 
ameailments ·auilec1 to ihe =constitution in more than 1-00 -years, 
I :tJhrnk we might take sufficient time to say who.t we meun 
in proper grammatical form, so that one who runs may rend anil 
understand. 

Mr. IDUCKER of 1\fissouri. Will the gentleman l)Crmit me to 
-srry--

1\Ir. MANN. I will permit the gentleman to say anything tn 
:the way of .a question. -Otherwise r hope he wm wnit until I 
get further along. 

1\fr. RUCKER ;of Missouri. I will not usk the gentleman a 
question if he does not want me to, but will rese-r1e it until 
later. 

Mr. COOPER. Will tne .gentleman yield.? 
~.f-'r. ~.I.ANN. Oh, yes. 
!llr. 'COOPER. Did I understand the gentleman from Illinoffi 

to say that if we were to elect Senators by -the people the1le 
would be grerut Clanger of the .Jnrge States oyerriding the sma.Jler 
States? 

.l\fr. :PiiA.NN. Oh, I suppose ths gentleman proposes to reacl me 
;fl. constitutional provision rtha-t thn.t can not be done. 

.l\:h:. COOP:m!L I wish simply to remind--
Mr. MANN. .I .am fnmlliur with the Constitution on the 

subject. 
l\Ir. COOPER. It seems to me tl.lut there jg a sufficient answer 

to tho :gen_tlcm.n.n. I a·sk him if he does not think this answers 
it?-

No State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage 
in the Senate. 



UHL CONGRESSIONAL RECORD--HOUSE. 237 
l\1r. l\IANN. Yes; and that provision of the Constitution is 

subject to nmendmcnt; and when the tendency runs. as it will 
run, so strong against the gross injustice of permitting--

Mr. COOPER. That particular provision Is not subject to 
nmeuclmcnt, :incl it is the only one in the Constitution that is 
not. [A.pp la use.] 

Mr . .J\L.UT~ .... The gentleman is mistaken; that provision of 
the Constitution is subject to amendment. Every provision of 
the Constitution is subject to nmenclment. That provision itself 
must first lJe nmencled before yon can deprive a State of its equal 
rights in the Senate; but when that provision has been amended. 
as it will be some day, then they will make the division among 
the States equitable, because in the encl it is absolutely unfair 
that the State of Delaware should have 2 Senators in the 
United States Senate and 1 Representative on the floor of the 
House anc1 the great State of New York should have, as it is 
now proposed, 40 Members of the House and only 2 Senators. 

What is there in that to carry out the will of the people? 
Gentlemen talk about obeying the will of the people. If the 
will of the people is to be executed, then the people must have 
the cha.?.1ce to elect their Representatives upon equal terms, and 
the logic is as inEffitnble as that the sun will rise to-morrow 
morn in~ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois Ilas 
expired. 

Mr. YOUNG of Michigan. I yield 10 minutes more to the 
gentleman from ill.inois. 

Mr. l\IcCALL. Will the gentleman yield?. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from l\fassachusetts'! 
1\fr. MANN. I will yield. 
Mr. McillLL. In reference to what the gentleman from 

Wisconsin [1'-Ir. CooPERJ has sai<l, if' the States refuse to yield 
their representation, would it be possible to amend the Consti
tution, taking all the vower away from the Senate? 

l\1r. MAl~. You can amend. the Constitution in any way. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the amusing things, it seems to me, 
in reference to this amendment is, in the first pill.cc, the whole 
theory of the proposed amendment is that the legislatures of 
the States can not be trusted. That is the whole. theory of the 
amendment-that the legislatures of the different States can 
not be ti·ustecL The Constitution provides that an amendment 
may l>e ratifie<l by the legislatures or by conventions called in 
the States. .And yet the distinguished gentleman from Missouri 
seeks to cast odium, as it would be by the amendment, on the 
legislatures. rejecting the right of a State to determine. whether 
it shall ratify this amendment by convention, but requires that 
it shall be left wholly to the legisiature. If he has such n won
derful belief in the rights of the people as expressed by direct 
vote, why has it not been left in a way that the State may 
elect conventions to :pass upon this resolution 1 

It provides further, in reference to legislatures, that the 
legislature may or it may not empower the executive to fill 
vacancies temporu1·ily. No requirement has l>een carried in all 
resolutions heretoforo that the executive shall make an ap
pointment to fill vacancies. It proposes t<> lcn-ve to the legisla
ture that authority. In addition to that, stating on the one 
han<l that the legisla.turc is unworthy of trust to elect United 
St.ates Senators, it proposes to say that the legislature is so 
worthy tl.ult it shall determine as to the time and places and 
manner of holding elections, and placing the legislature above 
Congress. On the one side this resolution says that the legis
lature is unworthy of confidence-, and on the other that it is 
worthy of more confidence tllun Congress itself. That is logic 
for you. [Applause.} 

Now, gentlemen an tlle afternoon han~ been talking about 
election of Senators by direct Yote of the people. The resolu
tions wllich have heretofore passed this body, the resolution 
·which was introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
LLoYn} iu the last Congress, provided-

Thnt tbe Senate of the. United States shall be composed of two Sena
tors from each State, who shall be elected by the direct vote or the 
people thereof for o: term of six years. 

" Ele<."tc<l by the direct vote of the people thereof." .Anybody 
can understancl what that means. .Anybody knows what that 
says, and it snys that they shall be elected by a direct vote of 
the vcoplc. The gcntlema.n from Missouri [1\Ir. Rum:amJ this 
morning announced that there woulcl be no amendments to this 
resolntion of his--no clotting of " i's" or crossing of " t's,.; he 
lrnd perfected it ::m<l <llc1 not propose to ha>e it amended. 

Ur. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does tile gentleman from Illinois yield to 

the gentleman from l\Iissouri?. 
Mr •. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I want to say to the gentleman 
that the gentleman f-rom Missouri said nothing of the kincl, but 
said just the contrary, and stated that opportunity would be 
permitted to offer amendments. 

Mr. MANN. To present amendments; yes. 
Mr. RUCKER of l\Iissouri. And I did say that I wanted to 

vote every one of them down. 
Mr. MANN. That is what I n:m tall;:ing about. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. This resolution--
1\fr. MAJ\TN. Ob, do not take so much of my time. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Well, the gentleman ought not 

to refer to me unless he talks the facts. 
Mr. l\IANN. The gentleman has the time. I am not the one 

who limited it. 
l\1r. RUCKER of Missouri. But the gentleman's friencl did. 
Mr. l\lAl'\"N. Oh, not at all The gentleman from l\Iissouri 

limited the time. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I do not want to get into a con

troversy with the gentleman; but that is not correct, because 
debate was limited by consent of the House. 

l\Ir. l\'IANN. Oh, that is true. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri Did I not ask for the longest 

limit of time desired on that side? 
l\fr. 1\IAl~. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. I suggested. 

that we haye more than one day's clebate on the proposition. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. But the gentleman has nlways 

been opposed to this measure, and I did not pay very much 
respect to his wishes in the matter. 

Mr. MANN. That is ull right; but do not take my time or 
bother me now. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I am not going to bother the 
gentleman. I want only to express my opinion. 

Mr. MANN. I <lo not wonder that the gentleman gots restive 
when his resolution is under consideration. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. A Republican resolution, as I 
have ulre!l.dy told the gentleman a hundred times, but I am 
supporting it. 

.M.r. l\IANN. WelI, it is quite likely that the distinguished 
gentleman from Missouri, the chairman of the great Committee 
on the Election of the President, Vice President, and Represent
atives in Congress, seeking for an opportunity to make fame :for 
himself-running around and hunting for a form-it is very 
likely that he has picketl up some Republican thunder. [Ap
plause and laughter on the Republican side.] We have learned 
before this tllat that which we baYe discarded that side of the 
Honse joyfulJy embraces as something good and new. [Ap
plause ancl laughter on the Republican side.J 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 
l\Ir .. l\.IANN. I prefer to discuss the resolution. The gentle-

man has plenty of time. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will girn the gentleman as 

much time as I consume of his. 
l\fr. l\IAJ\"N. If the gentleman will wait until I finish, I will 

be very much obliged. 
Mr. RUCKER of l\lissouri. If the gentleman does not want 

me to ask him a question when it is proper--
Mr. UANN. Oh,. I would be yery glad to let the gentleman 

ask me a question. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. l\fANN. Ob, certainly; I always yield in the end, though 

I prefer to get through. 
l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. The gentleman has consumed. 

more time now than it would take to ask the question. He 
does not want me to ask him any question. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I will permit the gentleman to ask me a 
question. What is it? 

M.r. RUCKER of Missouri. No; I will not ask any question. 
I am getting tired of that display, and I will get along with
out it. 

Mr. l\IA.l'\"N. Mr. Speaker, I learned long ago when I was in 
control of a bill to keep my temper. Gentlemen on that sicle of 
the House will ha'°e that lesson to learn in the course of time. 

The gentleman has left out the direct vote of the people. 
What more? The resolution provides: 

The electors in en.ch State shall hn.ve the qulllifications requisite for 
electors of the most numerous branch of the State legislatures. 

Plural I How many legislatures does a State have, for Gou's 
sake? [Laughter and applause on Republican side.] Oh, no; 
that is not the fault of the printer, as some gentleman near me 
suggests. That is the fault of the gentleman who introduced 
the resolution. The resolution which formerly passed the 
House had the correct expression, providing that the electors in 
each State shall have the qualifications requisite for electors of 



238 ·CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. .A.PRIL 13, 

the most numerous branch of the legislature thereof, or of 
that State, but the gentleman from Missouri-I will apologize 
to the gentleman-I do not think the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. RucKER] is the one who made the discovery, for it is 
quite likely, and I agree with him, that that was in the bill as 
it was presented in the distinguished body at the other end of 
the Capitol. But if my friend from Missouri had watched that 
distinguished body as closely as I have, he would have learned 
before this that it is not safe to rely on other legislative bodies 
either as to substance or as to form. 

Mr. RUOKER of Missouri. It depends on who composed the 
body. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman has this side of the House 
now. Who composed the body I do not undertake to say. It 
is a fine-looking body of men, I will say, whom I see upon that 
side of the House, but their grammar is a little off; [Laughter 
and applause on Republican side.] 

Then it says : 
When vacancies happen-

When " vacancies " happen-
in the representation of any State in the Senate the executive authority 
of such States shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pired. 

Mr. MANN. I would ask for five minutes more. 
Mr. YOUNG of Michjgan. I yield to the gentleman whate"\"'er 

time I have. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 12 minutes remaining. 
Mr. MANN. I will not want to take so much time. 
l\ir. YODNG of Michigan. I will yield whatever of that time 

tile gentleman desires. 
l\Ir. MANN. If I were writing that ln.nguage I should have 

written-
When a vacancy happens in the representation of any: State in the 

Senate the executive authority of such State shall issue a writ of 
election to fill such vacancy. 

The statutes of the United States provide that when the plural 
or singular number is used in the statutes it shall apply to the 
other when applicable, and that often corrects mistakes like this 
of using the plural instend of the singular, but the statutes do 
not govern in the construction of the Constitution of the United 
States, and one would think that after being out, as they say, 
for 1G years they would discover that when they wished to say 
a vacancy they would say a vacancy instead of vacancies. 
There is vacancy enough now on that side without making it 
plural. [Laughter on the Republican si<le.] 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. 1\:IA.NN. I prefer not; the gentleman has time. Now, I 

do not wish to be carping, but here is a constitutional amend
ment, and the last provision is-

Thi's amendment shall not be so construed as to affect the election 
or term . of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as part of the 
Constitution. 

The first principle of language is to reduce the number of 
worcls to express the thought to as few as possible. That is a 
principle which I know, though I do not always follow it. 

Mr. JAMES. It does not apply to speeches, does it? 
l\lr. ~.IANN. The provision ought to be-
This amendment shall not be construed to affect the election or term 

of any Senatoi·. 
And if my friend from :Missouri was writing it and had his 

attention called to it, he would agree to it; but, of course, now 
he will feel compelled to stand by the provision. :Mr. Speaker, 
but a few words more. In the first part the joint resolution 
provides, among other things, that-

In lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of said Article I, in so far 
as the same relates to any authority in Congress to make or alter regu
lations as to tbe times or manner of holding elections for Senators. 

Think for a moment of the rhetorical expression of stating 
that it shall be "in lieu of all" of the paragraph, but really in 
lieu of only a part of it; but coming to the gist of it, what 
authority has Congress to say what part of the Constitution an 
amendment is " in lieu of "? The amendment, when it is agreed 
to by three-fourths of the States and becomes a part of the Con
stitution, is for the courts to determine as to its meaning. This 
part of the resolution is no part of the amendment. We may 
legislate here and say that a certain amendment is in place of 
the whole Constitution, but that is not before the legislatures of 
the States which ratify the amendment; but when the amend
ment is ratified it speaks for itself, and the courts, not Congress, 
will construe the part of the Constitution it is in lieu of. nut 
the purpose of that, and that is the first time the provision in 
that form has appeared in any of these resolutions, the purpose 
of that resolution is to take out of the Constitution the 1JOwer 
which Congress would otherwise have when it so desired to 

regulate the time and manner of holding elections for Senators. 
Ever since the Government was organized Congress has had the 
power to regulate the times, places, and manner of holding elec
tions for Representatives. 

Wa have had the power to regulate the time and manner of 
conducting the election of Senators, not the place, because the 
place was supposed to be within the power of the State to fix 
as being the capital of the State, and it was not designed to 
give Congress the power to fix the capital of the State. 

Now, under this amendment, as I read it, though there is 
some doubt, Congress will still have the power to regulate the 
time, and place, and manner, for holding elections for Members 
of Congress. Why is it proposed that Congress shall not have 
the same power over the election of Senators by the same elec
torate-probably at the same time? It ought to be. We have 
so provided in course of time that we have required, in effect, 
the election of electors at a fixed time, in fact, and their meet
ing at the same time. Through the power of Congress to regu
late the election of Representatives, and the fear that that 
power might be exercised in course of time, most of the States 
have fixed their fall elections for Members of Congress at the 
same time. Senators ought to be elected at the same election 
that Members of the House are, and yet it is proposed to take 
away from Congress the power to control these elections and· 
to place it absolutely in the hands of the States. 

It is true that Congress has not exercised the power, but it 
often happens that when a superior body possesses a power it 
is not necessary to exercise it, because the inferior body acts 
with fairness and justice. Under this provision of the Consti
tution, if made as it stands in the resolution, Utah, Delaware, 
Rhode Island, Illinois, or Indiana, or New York, or any State 
in the Union, may make provisions which have never yet been 
heard of as to the election of Senators. I contend that under 
the wording of the amendment, as it now stands, the election 
of Senators by the people, that it does not require a direct vole 
of the people. If we had a central bocly to be composed of dele
gates to be elected from various subordinate bodies, it would 
often be the case that those delegates would be appointed by 
the executive committee of the lower body. No one would sup
pose from reading the rules of this House that it meant that 
the committees were to be elected, possibly, by ballot. 

There is no provision here that Senators shall be elected by 
a ballot or by a vote even. We elect committees by resolution, 
not by ballot, and under this provision, if it should be put into 
the Constitution, there will come a time when some of the 
States wil1 find other methods of electing Senators thnn by a 
direct vote of the people; and, if history should repeat itself, 
there would come times when from some of the Southern States 
Senators would be elected without a direct vote. Under this 
provision, in the carpetbag days of the South, some of the 
gentlemen in control of those States would have claimed that 
they had elected a Senator by the people if the governor issuecl 
a commission, without anything further. And remember that, 
under this, Congress has no control. I appeal to the gentlemen 
in power on that side of the House, that if you propose to amend 
the Constitution in this regard now before it comes up for con
struction, make it plain, so that those who come after may know 
what it means without court, judicial, or war proceedings. 

Mr. COOPER l\Ir. Speaker, I was about to ask the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. RUCKER] to yield me two minutes in 
which to reply to one question. 

l\lr. RUCKER of lUissonri. .!\Ir. Speaker, I stated a while ago 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. YouNG] that after the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] delivered his speech there 
would be only one other speech on this sicle. 

Mr. MANN. .!\Ir. Speaker, I think I have a little time re
maining. 

l\1r. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER. .!\Ir. Speaker, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Michigan, and to the gentlemnn from Missouri also, that 
I do not intend to make a speech, but I do think that the pro
vision of the Constitution of the Unitecl States, one construc
tion of which I gave, and which was contradicted point-blank 
by the gentleman from Illinois, ought to be read to the House, 
and I just ask for two minutes. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; certainly, I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. COOPER. l\fr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
prophesied that the large States would force an amendment 
depriving the smaller States of their equal rights in the Senate. 
I said that the large States could not force upon a smaller 
State a constitutional amendment to deprive it of its equal 
suffrage in the Senate except witll the consent of the smaller 
State. With this the gentleman from Illinois did not agree. 
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Here is Article V of the Constitution : 
The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it nec

essary, shall propose amendments to this <" -nstltution, or, on the 
application of the lcglslnturcs of two-thirds of 1 l1 e several States, shall 
call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid to all intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratified by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by 
conventions in three-fourths thereof, us the one or the other mode of 
ratification may be proposed by the Congress ; provided that no amend
ment which may be made prior to the year 1808 shall In any manner 
affect the first and fourth clauses in the ninth section of the first 
article, and that no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate. 

[App la use. J 
Mr. MANN. I read that very carefully before I ma.de my 

remarks. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. l\fr. Speaker, there will be only 

one more speech made on this side in concluding this debate. I 
desire to use three or four minutes, if I may do so with pro
priety, in order to answer some things which were said here, 
about which I was not permitted to interrogate the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\Ir. l\fA.NN] while he was on the floor. 

It is a great misfortune, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman who 
dellrnred that magnificent lecture to the House this evening 
had not lived in olden times and in his own happy style of 
English framed the Constitution of the United States in lan
guage so perfect that m·en a genius like himself would not 
dare attack it. [Laughter.] But he did not, and therefore we 
have got to try to get along in some old way with the Con
stitution which was handed clown to us by those distinguished 
men who did frame it as best they could. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman here this e\ening makes a great speech in 
behalf of the rights of the people and the rights of the States 
and the rights of the Constitution, and would lead us to believe 
that he is probably reluctn.nt in opposing this measure because 
of the numerous and clerical grammatical errors to which he 
has called the attention of the House in a jocuhr and T"ery in
structive speech. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman lauds and presents as practically perfect and 
free from criticism, even at his hands, the resolution offered 
in the last Congress by my distinguished colleague, l\:Ir. LLOYD. 
But the gentleman will bear with me when I say this, that 
when the committee, at that time presided over by n. distin
guished Republican from West Virginia, Mr. Gnines, brought 
in n. report and recommended to this House that that resolution 
should pass the gentleman from Illinois arose in his place and 
objected to the paesi1ge of the resolution which he to-day tells 
us is absolutely perfect, because of a misprint in the Govern
ment Printing Office of one word-the addition of an " s." Is 
not that true? [Laughter.] . 

Mr. MANN. I did not say it was perfect. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. But the gentleman objected to it 

for the reason that it contained an "s" when there ought not 
to have been one, and that was the only objection made. 

l\:Ir. MANN. I objected to it when I discovered an "s ,, on the 
word "amendment," and that was enough to put me on guard 
as to the rest of the language. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Yes; and the gentleman is "on 
guard" and has been for some time. [Laughter.] 

l\ir. MANN. And will be for some time. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I will not discuss that. Of course 

what I am now going to say has no appli~ation on earth, Mr. 
Speaker, but I read a long time ago . in some poetry-I think 
Pope's incomparable poems; no; it was in Cowper-a couplet 
that sometimes forces itself into my mind. When I see a gen
tleman laboring so arduously and earnestly, apparently, for 
public welfare and yet one who is never able to find anything 
on earth quite good enough for him to take at the command of 
the people, sometimes I can not help, to save my soul, having 
that couplet flash through my mind. The poet wrote: 

With smooth dissimuln.tion skilled, to grace 
A devil's purpose with an angel's face. 

[Laughter.] 
It has no application here, and I would not ha\e quoted 

the language if it had not been that the gentleman has criticized 
my grammar, and I wanted him to understand that if I <lo not 
know all about grammar, I do know some things about the 
application of poetry. [Laughter.] 

But the gentleman said that this resolution is woefully bad 
because it reads : 

When vacancies l.J.appen in the representn.tlon of any State fn the 
Scnn.tC', the executive authority of such State shall issue writs of elec
tion to fill such vacancies-

.And he criticizes that word "happen" as an error. 
But the gentleman forgets that this old Constitution which 

ho is guarding so sacredly from the amendments which the 

people have been pleading for for 40 years uses that identical 
language: 

When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the 
executive authority thereof shall issue writs of election to fill such 
vacancies-

Word for word the language in the resolution now pencling 
before the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

He forgets also that in the second clause of the second para
graph in the Constitution the identical language is found which 
is found in this resolution, where it says: 

And the electors in each State sha.11 have the qualifications requisite 
for electors of the most numerous branch of the State leglslature-

Exactly what we have here, except--
Mr. MANN rose. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Oh, I know you find a surplus 

"s," and as long as the gentleman is on guard he will always 
find the "s's,, in all reform measures, and an " s" is such an 
obstacle that that great leader of Republicanism in the city of 
Chicago can not get over it. 

But let me say to you, sir, if conditions had existed 130 
years ago that exist to-day those distinguished patriots of this 
country never would have written into the Constitution some 
of its yet cherished provisions. .At that time the human mind 
had never been traduced by a thought so foul as that a great 
people would ever stoop to such practices as we learn are some
times found in great States and in the legislatures of those 
States. I heard the gentleman mention the State of Illinois 
awhile ago, and I thought," What a great State it is; in fact, it 
has made more history in the l!l.st six months than the Southern 
Confederacy made in four years." [.Applause and laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

l\fr. l\f.A.NN. Illinois made more history in the four years of 
the Civil War than the Southern Confederacy did. 

Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. I hope I will have no interrup
tions. I did not intend to consume any time. I yield 15 min
utes to the gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. SIIERLEY]. [.Ap
plause.] 

l\fr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, it is with some degree of em
barrassment that I undertake to close this debate on this very 
important subject, for I speak without any preparation. and 
without previous determination. I shall not waste much of the 
15 minutes allowed me in answer to the criticisms of the gentle
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] as to the phraseology of this bill. 
Some of these criticisms have already been answered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. RucKER] ; but it may not be amiss 
to call the attention of the gentleman from Illinois n.gain to 
the fact that an accurate and careful reading of the Constitu
tion itself might ha1e saved him from the mistake of one of his 
criticisms. He complained that while much hns been said here 
of the direct vote of the people, yet when we framed the terms 
of the resolution we provided only that "the Senate of the 
United States shall be composed of two Senators from each 
State, elected by the people thereof." Had he remembered
bccause he has undoubtedly read-the second section of .Article 
I of the Constitution, he would have remembered that it is in 
this language : 

The House of Represent:itlves shall be composed of Members chosen 
every second year by the people of the several States. 

Nothing is said there of the direct vote, though Representa
tives are thus elected, and there is no more necessity for it 
here than there. 

But I desire to come to the real propositions that are here 
involved. It is perhaps unnecessary at this late day to say 
anything as to the merits of the major proposition; and yet 
it may not be amiss to note with reference to the eulogy of the 
gentleman's party that the only voices that have been raised 
against the major proposition to elect Senators by direct \ote 
of the people have been Republican. [.Applause on the Demo
cratic side.] 

No Democrat on this floor has criticised that proposition. But 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] is peculiarly solicitous 
for State sovereignty and State rights, and Ile assumes that be
cause you provide n different method of electing Senators you 
have struck a deathblow to State sovereignty. I lln\e never 
been able to follow that logic. .As pointed out by the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER], you can not change, without the 
consent of each State, the equal representation of tlle States in 
the Senate, and simply changing the method of e1ec:ting Senators 
does not in the slightest degree do away with the power of the 
States themselves as sovereigntie!'l. 

Of course, if you accept the gentleman's premise, thRt one 
amendment of the Constitution necess:uily mcnns uuto1d amend
ments to the Constitution, why, then, tlln.t conclusion of his, or 
any other conclusion, would be entirely lo...,.ical. But that has 
not been the history of amendments to the Constitution, and 
there is nothing now to warrant the assumption. 
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But the question that is really interesting this House, and the 
question that I desire to come to, is not the major proposition, 
the election of Senators by direct vote of the people, but it is 
that proposition involved in the substitute offered by the gentle
man from Michigan, as to whether we should not have in the 
Constitution, as it is proposed to be amended, the power in the 
Federul Government to control the election of United States 
Senators. That is the real question at issue here. 

Now, if it were possible, as suggested repeatedly by the gen
tlemen on this side, to provide for direct vote of Senators by the 
people without changing the present power that exists in the 
Congress of the United States relative to the election of Sena
tors, I would agree that it was highly improper to bring into 
this question another question about which there is such a divi
sion of opinion. But bear in mind this basic fact, that the very 
moment that you provide by constitutional amendment that 
Sena tors shall be elected by direct vote of the people instead of 
by the legislatures of the States, that moment, unless you make 
further provision, you have enlarged the power of the Govern
ment of the United States over the election of Senators of the 
United States. 

I repeat, that the moment you change the form of the elec
tion from that by the legislature to that by direct vote of the 
people, that moment you have enlarged the power of the Fed
eral Government over such elections. The power that exists to
day under the Constitution as to the election of Senators and 
Representatives, while in the same language, is not, in a practi
cal real sense, the same power. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERLEY. For a question only. 
Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman will recollect that the reso

lution introduced by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] 
in the last Congress, and which was reported and which I have 
offered as a substitute, contains no reference to section 4, Arti
cle I. Would the gentleman hold that that resolution extended 
the power of the Federal Government? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply answer that it is not 
material as to what was provided in any former resolution. 
The material thing is what we shall provide in this amendment 
I have not time in the 15 minutes to discuss the various bills 
that have been introduced. I say to you, in my judgment, that 
if you are not to enlarge the power of the Federal Government 
yon must add something besides the simple provision as to the 
method of electing Senators. 

The power of Congress over elections for Representatives in 
Congress is practically complete. While Congress may not pre
scribe the qualification of voters, and while that right is left en
tirely with the States, subject only to the provisions of the fif
teenth amendment, yet Congress can, by regulating the "man
ner " of holding these elections, give to the Federal Government 
complete control, as it actually did during the reconstruction 
period. As to election of Senators, Congress can now give to the 
Federal Government no such powers. Practically speaking its 
power over their elect ion is so slight as to be negligible. 

1

But 
the sole cllange from election of Senators by the legislatures to 
an election by direct vote carries with it an enlargement of 
power. This it is that brings us face to face with the two 
propositions. The proposition on that side of the House is 
that we shall enlarge that power by limiting the amendment 
to the change to direct vote of the people so as to make 
1t coequal and coextensive with the power of the Federal 
Government now as to the election of Members of 0ongress. 
The proposition on this side is that we should not give to the 
National Government the power over the election of Senators. 
That is the real issue clean-cut, and there can be no doubt 
about it 

What is the history? The history of the provision of the 
Constitution in regard to both Members of the House and the 
Senate is that it was put in there not with the idea that the 
Federal Government should actually supervise the manner and 
method of holding the election of Members of Congress or of 
the Senate, but that in the event of the State failing to provide 
the machinery and method for election, a fear that was then 
prominent and warranted, then the United States should exer
cise that power. But when the matter came to be construed as 
to the power in regard to .Members of Congress, the Supreme 
Court of the United States held that the Congress of the United 
States had the power, without regard to the failure of the State, 
to regulate the method of electing Representatives to the Con
gress of the United States. 

We in the South have bad confronting us a very grave and 
very serious problem-a problem that, according to the best 
judgment o·f the southern people, inYolved the supremacy of 
the white race in those States. Out of much of turmoil, out 
of much that might not be defended in the cold forum of law, 

has come now a solution that has been upheld by the courts, 
and that to-day is making for the future prosperity and safety 
of the entire land. We are not willing, runny of us, to endanger 
that status, belieying it to be most vital, by giving a power as 
to elections more extensl ve than now belongs to the ]federal 
Government. 

I am one of those men who believe that the day hn.s gone 
by when we will ever see the power of the National Government 
enforced as it was enforced during reconstruction days; but 
we do not believe that it is essential to this question to aug
ment that power and to give additional opportunity for its 
wrong use. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks what reason in 
logic can be given why a different rule should apply to the 
election of Members of the House and Members of the Senate. 
I might answer him by saying that to-day there exists a differ
ent rule in regard to the power of the Federal Go·rnrnment as 
to electors who elect a President and Members of the House of 
Represen ta ti ves. 

According to cold logic and theory, if the Federal Government 
should have power to control the election of Members of this 
House, which is necessary to its continued existence, it ought 
also to have power to control the election of electors who select 
a President of the United States, also necessary to the continu
ance of its existence. There is also a reason why the States 
in the election of Senators should not be subject to the same 
control that the individual election of l\1embers is subject to. 
The States in selecting Senators do act in a sovereign capacity. 
They send Senators not simply as Members of the National 
Legislature, but they send them, in a sense, as ambassadors 
of a soYereign State, and to my mind it seems utterly foolish 
to say that you are willing to trust the people of the States to 
select these Senators, to have power to select them in the broad 
sense, and yet ~u are not willing to trust them with the ar
rangement of the manner and method of holding the elec
tion. Either the one position is not warranted or the other 
is not. 

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERLEY. For a question. 
Mr. LAFFERTY. Suppose the time should come when any 

State should become dissatisfied with the way the Federal 
Government was being carried on and should refuse to pro
vide for the election of a Senator? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Frankly I say that if you gentlemen are 
dealing with it from that single position, men on. this side of 
the House ought not to have, and I believe would not have, 
any objection to a provision that gave to the Federal Govern
ment control, predicated upon the basic fact only of the State 
having failed to act; but I say to you that there is no more 
danger to-day of the States failing to act than of any other 
unheard-of event. 

At the time that that fear was entertained, and at the time 
when that fear was potent enough to put into the Constitution 
the provision we find there, there were many who believed the 
Constitution would never be ratified by the States; there were 
many who believed. it would not last even if ratified; that the 
States, with their jealousy of each other, would undermine ·its 
powers; but no mun to-day, after a hundred years of national 
existence, but realizes that the Nation as a nation is here to 
stay; that it will never die for failure of the component parts 
of it to elect Senators to the Congress of the United States. 
[Applause.] Such a proposition is unthinkable. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 

a question, purely for information. Does he agree with his 
colleague that this resolution will not be approved by the legis
latures of the Southern States if this provision limiting the 
power of the Federal Government is not placed in it? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Why, I have no opinion to express. In my 
own State we have a suffrage without limitation of any sort, 
and the question would not be vital there except as public 
opinion is influenced by public opinion in sister Southern 
States. . 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr. RUCKER of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have 

still a few minutes remaining. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has fiye minutes remaining. 
Mr. RUCKER of Missouri. Then, I yield the remaining five 

minutes to the gentleman from Kentucky. [Applause.] 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no right to speak for 

these Stutes, but gentlemen J.i:fre argued tllnt we were in;, 
periling the amendment by putting in it the provisious that we 
have. 
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I say to you that, in my judgment, it is more likely to receive 

the approval of the necessary States in the present form than 
in tllc form proposed in the substitute of the gentleman from 
l\fichigan [Mr, YouNo]. That is simply my opinion for what it 
may be worth. 

l\ir. JACKSON. One question more, Is it fair, either to the 
minority party in this House or the success of this great prin
ciple for which the gentleman has been contending, to impose 
upon the Northern States the burden of explaining· to the hun
drecls of thousands of colored men who <lo really vote the great 
principle which the gentleman has been endeavoring to debate 
here to-day? [Applause.] 

l\lr. SHERLEY. 1\fy answer to the gentleman is simply this: 
We have on tbi:S side presented a proposition that we believe 
ought to be adopted. 'Ve force no man here, and can force no 
man, to accept our view. If a majority of the membership of 
this House see fit to amend this bill as the gentleman would 
like, well ancl good. I am still sufficiently in favor of the prin
ciple to vote for the constitutional amendment even in the 
changed form, but it is certainly as fair for _us to present our 
provosition as it is for that side to present theirs, and I fur-

-ther say to the gentlemnn that we are not making necessary any 
explanation on the part of the gentleman to any person, white 
or black, in the North. We do not by this amendment change 
in one single particular the rights of the negro as a citizen of 
the United States. We do not in any sense interfere witll the 
protection of those rights under the thirteenth, fourteenth, and 
fifteenth amendments, and I would say--

Mr. LAFFERTY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
a question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield to 
the gentleman from Oregon? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I decline to yield-but we do say this, that 
we believe it to be unwise to give to the Federal Government 
an enlarged grant of power touching the manner of holding 
elections in the States. We do not believe that such grant of 
pow~r is necessa ry, and we are not willing, not believing it to 
be necessary, to give it. There has been nothing in the history 
of the country that warrants the belief that it is necessary in 
orcler ·to prese1 .. rn the Government, and that, to my mind, is the 
only valid rcnson that it should be granted. 

l\lr. LAFFER'l,Y. l\lr. Speaker--
. Tlle SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 
to the gentleman from Oregon? 
- Mr. SHERLEY. The gentleman from Kentucky does not 

yield. · 
The SPB:z\..KER. The gentleman from Kentucky declines to 

yield. 
l\Ir. SHERLEY. l\fr. Speaker, I have, as I stated, made this 

sp ech without preparntion, with the consequent confusion of 
thought that results tl1erefrom. 

In conclusion, let me say to the membership of this Honse 
thnt I belieYe it easy for men to find excuses to vote against 
this amcnclment, but to the mnn who actunlly, sincerely, funda
mcntnlly believes that you will improve the conditions of serv
ice to be had in the Senate of the United States by putting the 
power of electing Senators directly in the hands of the people, 
to such a man I say there is nothing in the form of the amend
ment as offered here to-day that ought to make him pause for 
one moment, and to the Members on that side of the aisle, 
as well as on this, who actually believe, not nominally be
lie>e, in tl}e principles of government by the people, I ap
penl for a support of the amendment. [Loud and continued 
applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Under the agreement the previous question 
operates on the resolution and on all of the amendments. The 
Clerk will report the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
By ~Ir. Yocxo of Michigan : , 
Amend as follows: Strike out, on page 1, the language beginning in 

llnc 7, as follows: "And in lieu of all of paragraph 1 of section 4 of 
said .Article I, in so far as the same relates to any authority In Con
gress to make or alter regulations as to· the times or manner of hold
ing elections for Senators." 

And strike out, on page 2, the language beginning in line 9, as 
follows: 

"The times, places, and mnnner of holding elections for Senators 
shall be as prescribed in each State by the legislature thereof." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

l\Ir. YOUNG of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, at this point, in order 
to save time, I wm call for the yeas and nays on the amend
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from .Michigan [l\fr. YOUNG] 
demands the yeas and nays. 

XLVII-1G 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MONDELL. l\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
1\fr. MONDELL. Is it not in order to vote on the substi

tute? 
The SPEAKER. The vote will be taken on the substitute 

last. The Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of the amend
ment will answer "aye," and those opposed will answer "no '1 ; 

those present and not voting will answer " present." 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 123, nays 189, 

answered " present " 2, not voting 75, as follows : 
YElA.S-123. 

Akln,N. Y. Greene Lenroot Prince 
Anderson, Minn. Guernsey Lindbergh Prouty 
Austin Hamilton, Mich. Loud Recs 
Barebfeld Hanna l\IcCall Roberts, Mass. 
Bartholdt Harris McDermott Roberts, Nev. 
Berger Hartman McKinley Rodenberg 
Bowman Hau~en McKinne{: Sloan 
Burke, S. Dnk. Haw ey MeLaugh in Smith, J. M. C. 
Butler Hayes McM'oi·i·an Smith, Saml. W. 
Calder Helgesen Ma cl den Speer 
Cannon Henry, Conn. Madison Steenerson 
Catlin Hlll l\Inlby Stephens, Cal. 
Coofier Hinds l\Iann Sterling 
Cop ey Howell Mnrtln, S. Duk. SteYens, l\Iinn. 
Crago Howland Mntthews Sulloway 
Dalzell IIubbard Miller Switzer 
Danforth Humphrey, Wash. Mondell Taylor, Ohio 
Davidson Jackson Moore, Pa. Thlstlewood 
Davis, Minn. Kuhn Morgan Towner 
Dodds Kendall Mott Utter 
Dwight Kennedy l\Iurdock Volstead 
Dyer Kent Needham Wnrburton 
Esch Kinkaid, Nebr. Nelson Wedemeyer 
Farr Know land Norris 'WJldcr 
Fordncy Kopp Nye Willis 
Foss Lafe an Parran Wil son , Ill. 
Foster, Vt. LnITerty Patton, Pa. Wood, N. J. 
French La Follette Pickett Woods, Iowa. 
Fuller . Langham Porter Young, Kans. 
G11lett Langley Powers Young, Mich. 
Good Lawrence Pray 

NAYS-180. 
Adair Dies Jones Roddenbery 
Adamson Difcnderfer Kindred Rothermel 
Aiken, S. C. Dixon, Ind. Kipp Rnl>cy 
Alexander Donohoe Kitchin !tucker, Colo. 
Allen Doremus Konig Rucker, Mo. 
.Anderson, Ohio D.oughton Konop Rnssell 
Ans berry Dupre Korbly Sauath 
Ashbrook Edwards Lamb Saunders 
Ayres Faison Lee, Ga. Scully 
Barnhart Ferris Lee, Pa. Shackleford 
Bartlett l!'itZriCrfild Legare Sharp 
Bathrick l!~lood, Vu. Le Yer Sheppard 
Beall, Tex. Floyd, Ark. Levy Sherley 
Bell, Ga. Foster, Ill. Lewis Sherwood 
Blackmon Francis Linthicum Sims 
Boollcr Gurner Littlepage Sisson 
Borland Garrett Littleton Slayden 
Brantley Glass Lloyd Sm1tll 
Brown Godwin, N. C. Lo beck Smith, Tex. 
Buchanan Gocke McCoy Spnrkman 
Bulkley Goodwin, Ark. McGilllcuddy Stanley 
Burke, Wis. Gordon l\Iacon Stedman 
Burleson Gould Mnguire, Nebr. Stephens, Miss. 
Bnrnett Grny Maher Stephens, Tex. 
Byrnes, S. C. Gregg, ra. Martin, Colo. Stone 
Ilyrns, Tenn. Gregg, Tex. Mnys Sulzer 
Calin way Gudger Moon, Tenn. Sweet 
Candler Hamill Moore, Tex. Talbott, Md. 
Can trill Hamlin Morrison Tnylor, Ala. 
Carlin Hammond MoRs, Ind. Thnyer 
Carter Hardwick Murray Thomas 
Clark, Fla. Hardy Oldfield Townsend 
Claypool · Harrison, l\Iiss. O'Slw.unessy Tribble 
Clayton Harrison, N. Y. Padgett Turnbull 
Cline li~rm Page Tuttle 
Co Iller Patten, N. Y. Underhill 
Connell Henry, Tex. Pepper Underwood 
Covington Holland Peters Watkins 
Cox, Ind. Houston Post Whitacre 
Cox, Ohio Howard Pon WJckliffe 
Cravens Hughes, Ga. Pujo Wilson, N. Y. 
Cullo~ Hufihes, N. J. Ralney WHson, Pa.. 
Daug erty Hu Raker Witheri;poon 
Davis, W. Va. Humphreys, Miss. Randell, Tex. Young, Tex. 
Dent Jacoway Rauch The Speaker 
Denver James Re11Iy 
Dickinson Johnson, Ky. Richardson 
Dickson, Miss. Johnson, S. C. Robinson 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-2. 
Cary Kinkead, N. J. 

NOT VOTING-75. 
Ames Burke, Pa. Driscoll, D. A. Fornes 
Andrus Campbell Driscoll, M. El. Fowler 
Anthony Conry · Eli.erbe GaJio.ghcr 
Bates Crumpacker Estopinal Gardner, Mass. 
Bin~bnm Curley Evans Gardner, N. J. 
Boehne Currier Fairchild George 
Bradley Davenport Fields Gold!ogle 
Broussard De Forest Finley Graham 
Burgess Draper Focllt Griest 
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Hamilton, W. Vu. Loudenslager Payne 
He:i.!U McCreary Plumley 
Het1ln McGuire, Okla. Ilnnsdell, La. 
Hensley McHenry Ucdfleld 
Hi1rnins McKenzie Iliordan 
Hobson 1\Iitchcll Rouse 
Hu1$hes, W Va. Moon, Pa. Sells 
Lntra · Morse, Wis. Simmons 
Lindsny Olmsted Slemp 
Longworth Palmer Smith, Cal. 

So the amenclment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session : 
Mr. FINLEY with l\fr. CURRIER. 
l\fr. FonNES with Mr. BRADLEY. 
l\1r. RronDAN with Mr. ANDRUS. 
Until further notice: 

Smith, N. Y. 
Stnck 
Tnlcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Tilson 
Vreeland 
Webb 
Weeks 
White 

1\Ir. BoErrNE with Mr. BURKE of Pennsylrnnin. 
Mr. FIELDS with l\fr. HUGIIES of West Virginia. 
l\Ir. DANIEL A. DRISCOLL with l\Ir. FOCHT. 
Mr. ESTOPINAL with Mr. GABDNEU of l\fassachusetts. 
Mr. EVANS with Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey. 
Mr. LINDSAY with Mr. McKENZIE. 
l\Ir. McHENRY with Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. Smrn of New York with l\lr. Pr.u}.fl.EY, 
l\fr. STACK with Mr. SIMMONS. 
l\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado with l\Ir. TILSON. 
l\Ir. WITITE with l\lr. VREELAND. 
Mr. RANSDELL of Louislanu with l\fr. SLEMP. 
Mr. WEDB with l\Ir. HIGGINS. 
l\fr. GALLAGHER with Mr. BINGHA.1.I. 
l\lr. PAL.urn with l\Ir. HEALD. 
l\fr. TALCOTT of New York with Ur. MICHAELE. DRISCOLL. 
Mr. HENSLEY with l\Ir. LorrnWOR'l'H. 
l\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey with l\Ir. LouDENSLAcEn. 
l\Ir. H.tUIILTON of West Virginia with 1\!r. DR.APER. 
From April G to April 14, inclusi\e: 
Mr. FOWLER with Mr. WEEKS. 
From April 11 to April 14, noon: 
l\Ir. HEFLm with Mr. l\IcCnEARY. 
Until Monday, April 17: 
Mr. HODSON with l\fr. FAIRCIIILD. 
Mr. DAVENPORT with Mr. OLMSTED. 
l\Ir. GBAilAM with :Mr. BATES. 
l\Ir. GOLDFOGLE with Mr. MOON of PennsylYania. 
For this vote : 
1\Ir. CuRLEY (against) with Mr. DE FOREST (in farnr). 
l\Ir. GEORGE (against) with Mr. ANTHO!'IT (in fs:n·or). 
l\Ir. Rol1SE (against) with Mr. GnIEST (in fayor). 
Mr. CoNBY (against) with l\Ir. SELLS (in fasor). 
l\Ir. ELLiRilE (against) with Mr. CA:liPDELL (in favor). 
The result of the yote wns announceu 11S above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next nmenclment. 
The Clerk read as fallows : 
By :i\lr. CAnY : 
On page 3 adJl: "That there be and there is hei'elJy proposed the 

following nmendi:nent to the Constitution, which, when ratified ns the 
Constitution prescribes, shall become effective as a part of the Consti
tution, as follows : 

" That there be, and there is hereby, proposed the following amend
ment to the Constitution, which, when ratified as the Constitution pre
scribes, shall become and be effective as part of the Constitution, as 
follows: 

"•SEC. 1. Members and Delegates to the House of Representatives of 
the Congress of the United States shall be elected afte1· the passage of 
this bill for n term of four ycnrs. 

" ' SEC. 2. Said election shall take place at the time and on the da'\' 
prescribed uy law for the casting of the popular vote for President of 
the United Stutes, and in the manner prescribed by law by the different 
States and Territories.' " 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was taken, und the affiendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
By Mr. lli:N"N: 
Amencl page 2, line 4, by inserting after the word "by " the follow

ing, " n direct vote of.'' 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

Tho question was taken, nnd the amendment wus rejected. 
The SPBAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

nlso offered by tho gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 
The Clerk rend as foUows: 
Amend pnge 2, lines 7 nnd 8, by striking out the word " legislatures" 

and inserting the word "legislature." 

l\Ir. RUCKER of :\lissourL Ur. Spcuker, I believe I would 
like to see the gentleman from Illinois gain one -victory in this 
contest, and I therefore hope this amendment will be accepted. 
[Lnughter.J 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ngreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment wns agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend pnge 2, line 10, by otrlk1ng out the worus "thn.t the legis

lature of any Stntc may empower," and, in line 16, by striking out the 
word "to" and inserting in lieu thereof the word "shnll.'' 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The question was taken, und the amendment wns rejecte<l. 
The SPEAKER The Clerk will report the ne.~t nmendment, 

also by Mr. l\IANN. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend page 2, line 18, by striking out the words "so" nnd' " as.'' 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. 

The question was tnken, :rncl the nmeuument wns rejectcJ. 
Tllc SPE.AXER. Tlle question now is on the substitute of

fere(l by the gcntlemun from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. The 
Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Sh·ike out all after the enacting clause and insert tbe following : 
"That the following amendment be proposed to the legislntun:s of 

the severnl States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of snid legis-

1 

latures, shall become and l>e a part of the Constitution, namely: In lieu 
of the first and second paragraphs of section 3 of Article I of the Con
stit-utlon of the United States of America, the following shnll be pro
posed as an amendment to the Constitution : 

I 
" • SEC. 3. Thnt the Senate of the United l:ltntes shall be compoiied of 

two Senators from each State, who sball be elected by a direct vote of 
the people thereof for a term of six years, nn<1 each Senator shall have 
one vote ; n plurality of the votes cnst foy can.didntes f?1: Senator shall 
elect, uud the electors shnll have the quallfic.a~10ns requisite for electors 
of the most numerot<s 1.Jranch of the State le<>1sl:i.ture. 

"• wnen vncanclcs happen, by resignation or otherwise, In the repre
sentation of any Stnte in the 8enatc, the snme shall be filled for the 
une:cpired term thereof in the snme manner as ls provided for the elec
tion of Senators in parngrnph 1 : I'rovidecZ, That the executive t.here<>f 
shall make temporary nppointment until the next general or special 
election, held in nccordance with the stntutes or constHution of such 
State.' 

"This amendment shall not lie GO consll·ued as to affect the election 

I 
or term of any Senator chosen before it becomes valid as a part .of the 
Constitution." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ngrccin~ to the sul>sti-

1 

tute. 
~he question was tnken, and the substitute was rejected. · 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the engrossment ancl 

third rending of the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was orucred to be engrossed and read n. 

third time, and was rend the third time. 
Tlle SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the 

joint resolution. 
SEVERAL MEMBERS. The yens und nnys ! 
:Mr. RUCKER of l\Iissouri. l\Ir. Speaker, I lluYc no desire to 

detain the membership of this House here by er.Hing for the 
yeas nnd nays, because I beJicye the House is practically n. 
unit on this -mensure. But if gentlemen wnnt a yen-nnu-nay 
-vote, there is no objection. 

The SPEAKFJR. The question is on the passa gc of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I demnncl the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yens 200, nays 16, 

answered "present" 0, not •oting 77, as follows: 

Adair 
Adamson 
Aiken, S. C. 
Akln, N. Y. 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson, Minn. 
Anderson, Ohio 
ansberry 
Ashbrook 
Austin 
Ayres 
Barchfeld 
nnrnhart 
Bartholdt 
Bartlett 
nathrick 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Gn. 
llergcr 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Bowman 
Brantley 
nrown 
Buchnnnn 
nulkley 
Burke, S. Duk. 
Durke, Wis. 

YJDA.S-~<>G. 

Burleson 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrnes} S. C. 
Byrns, l'enn. 
Calder 
Callnwuy 
Candler 
Can trill 
Carlin 
Carter 
Cury 
Cutlln 
Clnrk, Fla. 
Claypool 
Clayton 
Cline 
Collier 
Connell 
Cooper 
Copley 
Covington 
Cox, Ind. 
Co~ Ohio 
Crago 
Cravens 

g~\~~~l 
Dau""herty 
Dnvfdson 

Dn·vls, Minn. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dent 
Denver 
Dickinson 
Dickson, Miss. 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon, Ind. 
Donohoe 
Doremus · 
Doughton 
Dupre 
Dyer 
F.dwnrds 
Esch 
Falson 
Farr 
Ferr ls 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 
li'loycl, Ark. 
Poss 
Foster, Ill. 
Foster. Vt. 
li'rnncis 
French 
Fuller 
Garner 
Garrett 

Glass 
Godwln, N. C. 
Goeke 
Good 
Ooodwln, Ark. 
<;ordon 
Gould 
Gray 
Greene 
Gregg, Pa. 
Gregg, Tex. 
Gudger 
Guernsey 
Ilrunlll 
Hnrullton, Mich. 
Hamlin 
Hammond 
Hanna 
II a rd wick 
Hardy 
Harrison, Miss. 
Hn.rrison, N. Y. 
Hartman 
Haugen 
Hawley 
llny 
II ayes 
Helgesen 
Helm 
Henry, Conn. 
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Henry, Tex. Levy Patton, Pa. 
Hill Lewis Pepper 
Hollnnd Lindbergh Peters 
Houston Linthicum Pickett 
Mowar<'I. Littlepage Porter 
Howell Littleton Post 
Howlund Lloyd Pou 
HulJbard Lo beck Powers 
Hng-hc;;, Ga. Loud Pray 
Hug-hes, N. J. McCoy Prince 
Hull McGillicuddy Prouty 
Humphrey, Wash. McKinley Puio 
Huwphreys, bliss. McKinney Halncy 
Jackson McLaughlin Raker 
Jacoway Macon Randell, Tex. 
.Tames Madden Rauch 
John son, Ky. Madison Rer.s 
Johnson, S. C. Maguire, Nebr. Heilly 
Jones Maher Itichardson 
Kahn Martin, Colo. Roberts, Mass. 
Kendall Martin, S. Dak. Roberts, Nev. 
Kennedy Matthews Hobinson 
Kent Mays H.oddenbery 
Kindred Miller Hodenberg 
Kinkaid, Nebr. Mondell Hotbermel 
Kinkead, N. J. Moon, Tenn. Rubey 
Kipp Moore, Pa. Rucker, Colo. 
Kitchin Moore, Tex. Rucker, Mo. 
Knowland Morgan Uussell 
Konig Morrison Saba th 
Konop Moss, Ind. Saunders 
Kopp Mott Scully 
KorlJly Murdock Shackleford 
Lafean Murray Sharp 
Lair rty Needham Sheppnrd 
La Follette Nelson Sherley 
Lamb Norris Sherwood 
Langham Nye Sims 
Langley Oldfield Sisson 
Lee, na. O'Shaunessy Slayden 
Lee, l'a. Padgett Sloan 
Legare Page Small 
Lenroot Parran Smith, J. M. C. 
Lever Patten, N. Y. Smith, Saml. W. 

Cannon 
Danfol'th 
Dodds 
Dwight 

NAYS-16. 
Fordney 
Harris 
Hinds 
Lawrence 

NOT 

McCall 
McDermott· 
McMorran 
Mal by 

VOTING-77. 
Ames Ellerbe Hensley 

~~\~~~Y ~~~o!sinal ~~i~~~ 
llates Fnirchild Hughes, W. Va. 
Bln~ilam I1'ields Latta 
Boehne Finley Lindsay 
Bradley Focht Longworth 
Rroussnrd Fornes Loudenslager 
Burgess Fowler McCreary 
Burke, Pa. Gallngher McGuire, Okla. 
Campbell Gardner, Mnss. McHenry 
Conry Gardner, N. J. McKenzie 
Crum11acker George Mitchell 
Curley Gillett Moon, l'a. 
Currier Golclfogle Morse 
Davenport Graham Olmsted 
De Forest Griest Palmer 
Draper Hamilton, W. Va. Payne • 
Driscoll, D. A. Heald Plumley 
Driscoll, M. ID. Heflin Ransdell, La. 

Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Speer 
Stanley 
Stedman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sulzer 
Sweet 
Switzer 
'l'albott, Md. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, Ohio 
Tb ayer 
Thomas 
Towner 
Townsend 
Tribble 
Turnbull 
Tuttle 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Warburton 
Watkins 
Wedemeyer 
Whitacre 
White 
Wickliffe 
Willis 
Wilson, Ill. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Pa. 
Witherspoon 
Wood, N. J. 
Woods, Iowa 
Young, Kans. 
Young, Mich. 
Young, Tex. 
The Speaker 

Mann 
Sulloway 
Utter 
Wilder 

Redfield 
Riordan 
Rouse 
Sells 
Simmons 
Slemp 
Smith, Cal. 
Smith, N. Y. 
Stack 
Stevens, I\finn. 
Talcott, N. Y. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thistlewood 
Tilson 
Vreeland 
Webb 
Weeks 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my nnn:ie. 
The Clerk cal1ed the name of Mr. CLARK of .Missouri, and he 

voted in the affirmative. 
So (two-thirds voting in the affirmntive) the joint resolution 

wns passed. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
l\Ir. BOEHNE with Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. 
l\Ir. SMITII of New York with 1\fr. DE FOREST. 
1\lr. RousE with Mr. GRIEST. 
1\Ir. CURLEY with l\Ir. LOUDENSLAGER. 
l\Ir. CONRY with .l\fr. SELLS. 
l\Ir. ELLERBE with Mr. CAMPilELL. 
l\Ir. GEOilGE with ]\fr. ANTHONY. 
1\lr. LINDSAY with Mr. GILLETT. 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. RUCKER of Missouri, a motion to recon

sider the last -vote was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as fol-
lows: 

To l\lr. LATTA, for three weeks, on account of illness. 
To Mr. RussELL, for three days, on account of illness. 
To Mr. HENSLEY", indefinitely, on account of illness in his 

family. 
To 1\Ir. LONGWORTH, for three days, on account of important 

business. 
Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 

the present consideration of a resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

l\Ir. MANN. 1\fr. Speaker, it is half past 7 o'clock, and I will 
object. 

The SPEAKER. Tl.le gentleman from Illinois objects. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

.l\fr. RUCKER of l\Iissouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 33 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 14, rnn, at 12 o'clock noon. · 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule A.XIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
Wm\ transmitting with a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
report of examinations of channel connecting Red and Sulphur 
Rivers, Arkansas and Texns (H. Doc. No. 12), was taken from 
the Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC IlILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEUORIA.LS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo
rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By 1\Ir. KINKAID of Nebraska. A bill (II. R. 4641) to make 
immediately available the $25,000 appropriation authorized by 
the sundry civil act of the third session, Sixty-first Congress, 
for additional office work in the office of the surveyors general ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. .l\fcGUIRE of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4G42), to 
adjust and settle the claims of the loyal Shawnee and loyal 
Absentee Shawnee Trlbe of Indians; to the Committee on In
dian Affairs. 

By 1\fr. MOSS of Indiana: A. bill (II. R. 4G43) to establish a 
mussel hatchery and fish-cultural station on the Wabash River 
in the fiftli congressional district of the State of Indiana; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Ry Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (II. R. 4644) to 
pay the balance due depositors in the Freedman's Savings and 
Trust Co.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By l\fr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4G45) to make it un
lawful for certain Federal officeholders to serve as delegates in 
a convention called to nominate a President of the United 
States or other elective United States officers; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Yice President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4646) for the purpose of exempting lime 
nitrogen, an agricultural fertilizer, from import duties; to tho 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4647) for the erection of a monumental 
statue in the city of Florence, Ala., to Gen. John Coffee; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By 1\fr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 4G4S) to amend section 
108, chapter 5, of an net entitled "An act to codify, revise, anu 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary"; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. YOUNG of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4G49) to nmend sec
tion 108, chapter 5, of an act entitled "An act to CO(lify, revise, 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary"; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By l\fr. O'SHAUNESSY: A blll (H. R. 4650) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to convey to the city of Providence, 
State of Rhode Island, the building formerly used ns United 
States post office, courthouse, and customhouse; to the Commit
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4G51) in relation to 
restraining orders and injunctions; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) to mnke October 12 in each yenr n. 
public holiday, to be called " Columbus Day"; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4653) to repenl the duty on coal and coal 
slack or culm; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) to repeal the duty on iron ore; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) to repeal the duty on bitumen and 
asphaltum ; to the Committee on Ways and 1\feans. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) to provide for the erection of an 
Army and Navy hospital at Marlin, Tex.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4GG7) to repeal an act to establish n. uni
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap
pro\ecl July 1, 1898; to tbe Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4658) to amend Eection G278 of tho Re
yised Statutes of the United States of America; to the Com
mittee on tllc Judiciary. 

Also, a !Jill (H. n. 4.G::JD) for the erection of a Federal build
ing for tlle Unitccl States post office at Delton, Tex.; to tlle 
Committee on Public Builcllngs and Grounds. 

By ::\Ir. RUCKER of Colorado : A !Jill (H. R. 4660), to restore 
the merchant marine in the foreign trade, to rcgula.tc commerce 
with foreign na.tions, to O\ercome the disadvantages of .American 
m.i....-igation, to make preference for American ships in ex
port trncle, to put the postal service by sen under general regu
lations, to put an end 1..o foreign monopoly of our o-ver-sea com
merce, and to secure American independence on the ocean ; to 
1..he Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fis.heries. 

Dy Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 4681) providing for the discon
tinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff officer and 
creating the grade of warrant officer in Heu thereof; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Dy ~rr. CAMERON: A bill (H. R. 4662) providing for the 
discontinuance of the grade of post noncommissioned staff offi
cer and creating the grade of warrant officer in lieu thereof; 
to tho Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R . 4663) to promote the safety 
of tra \elers and employees upon railroads by compelling com
mon carriers engaged in interstate commerce to adopt uniform 
rules for the operation of railr9ad trains and to uEe a uniform 
system of signals for authorizing the mol'ement of railroad 
trains : to the Committee on Interstate and Foreibll Commerce. 

By Mr. KNOWL.A.1'"TI: A bill (H. R . 4664) providing for tlle 
regulation, identificntiou, and registration of automobiles en
gaged in interstate commerce and tho licensing of the operators 
thereof; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By l\Ir. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 466G) to provide for the erec
tion of a Federal building at Elyria, Ohio ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MADDEN : A bill (H. R. 4666) to establish a national 
memorial home for aged and infirm colored people and work· 
ing girls in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. : A bill (II. R. 4607) to 
amend section 8 of an act entitled "An act for preventing the 
manufacture, sale, or transportation of adulterated or mis
branded or poisonous or deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and 
liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other pur
poses," approved Juno 30, 1906 ; to the Committee on Interstate 
und Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. IIAYES: A bill (H. R. 4.668) to amend the .na.turaliza
tlon laws ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) relating to the naturalization of 
aliens; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. Il . 4670) to further regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States ; to tho Committee on Immigra
tlon and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) to provide for the purchase of a site 
nnd the erection thereon of n public building nt Palo Alto, Cal.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) for the enlargement of the Federal 
building at San Jose, On.I. ; to the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4G73) to further regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immi
gration nnd Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) extending the limits of the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 4675) to amend the net to regulate com
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4676) to amend section 3255 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United Stutes; to the Committee on Ways and 
l\Ienns. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4677) to regulate the coming into nnd the 
residence within the United States of Chinese, Japanese, Ko
rc~ms, Tartars, Malays, Afghans, Ea.st Indians, Lascars, Hin
doos, and other persons of the l\Iongolian or Asiatic race, and 
persons of Chinese, Japanese, Korean, T:irtar, Malayan, Afghan, 
East Indian, Hincloo, or other Mongolian extraction, and for 
otller purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

.Also, a bill ( H. n. 4678) to proviclo for the establishment of a 
life-s.n-ving station at Half :M:oon Bay, south of Point Montnra 
and near :Montara Reef, Cal.; t o the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerc()-

Also, a bill (H. R. 4679) to provide for the erection of a 
lighthouse on Pilar Point, at the entrance to Half Moon Ilay, 
Cal.; to tho Committee on Interstate and Forci:;,'11 Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) to amencl an act outitlecl "An act 
granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers anc.1 officers, 
who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico," ap
proved February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Invalicl Pensions. 

Dy Mr. VREELAND: A. bill (II. R 4681) to estaolish a fish
cultural station iu the State of 1rew York; to the Cornmitlce on 
the Merchant nfarinc and Fisheries. 

Dy l\fr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. Il. 4682) au· 
thorizing the construction of a railroad, trnmroac.1, conyeyor, 
wagon, or foot bridge, and appro:iclles tllcreto, across the 
Tug Fork of the Dig Sandy River at or near Glcnhaycs St:.ition, 
in Wayne County, W. Va. ; to the Committee ou Interstate and 
Foreign Collllllerce. 

By l\Ir. PRAY : A oill (II. R. 4GS3) to authorize the survey 
and allotment of lands now embraced. within the limits of the 
Crow Indian Reserrntion, in the State of Montana, ::md the 
sale anc.1 disposition of the surplus and unallotted lancls therein, 
and making appropriation to carry the snme into effect; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, u bill (II. R. 4G84) to provide an adclitional district judge 
for tllC district of :Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, n bill (II. R. 4685) to amend section 1 of the act of 
Mny 30, 1008, entitled "An act grunting to certain employees of 
the United States the right to receive from it compensation for 
injuries sustained in the course of their employment " ; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill ( H. R. 4686) for the preservation of 
the 29 Doric columns taken from the east side of the United 
States Treasury Building, and their erection in the form of a 
colonnade, stadium, or amphitheater for tbe orn!lmentation of 
Potomac Park, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEVY (by request) : A bill (II. R. 4.687) to amend the 
act regulating the height of buildings in the District of Colum
bia, approved June 1, 1910; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Texas : .A bill (II. ll. 4688) in relation to 
contempts of court; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE : A bill (H. R. 4689) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Montgomery, W. Va. ; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4690) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at neck.Icy, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at St. Albans, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4692) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Roncm·erte, ·W. Ya.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4.693) to prevent the sale or transportation 
in interstate or forelgn commerce of articles of'food held in cold 
storage for more than the time herein specified, and for regulat
ing traffic therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Dy Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 4694) to estaolish in the De
partment of Commerce and Lnbor n bureau to be known as the 
children's bureau; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PRAY: A bill (II. R. 4695) to authorize the sale of 
burnt timber on the public lands, nnd for other purposes; to the 
Committee on tlle Public Lnncls. 

By Mr. DIXO:N' of Indiana: A bill (II. R. 4696) granting pen
sions to widO\YS of soldiers and sailors who served in the A.r:ny 
or Navy of tlle United States during the Into War of ~he 
Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4697) granting pensions to ooldiers and 
sailors who served more than 90 days in the mi1Jta::-y or nn:val 
service of the United Stutes in the CivH Wn r i to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH : A bill (II. n. 4608) nul:llorizing Stutes untl 
Territories to select lands in lieu of lancla included witllin forest 
reserves; to the Committee on the PubJic Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4690) providing for the compensa.tion of 
States and Territories for lands included within forest re
serves; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 4700) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish two condemned cannon or mortars 
to the State armory, Pittston, Pa.; to the Committee on Military 
.Affairs. 

By l\Ir. SLAYDE.t.~ : A bill (II. ll. 4701) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at New Braunfels, Tex:.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (II. R. 4702) to pro

' -vicle for the erection of a monnment on tho battlefield of Gettys
burg to commemorate the services of the United States Signal 
Corps during the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on 
Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. :NELSON: A bill (H. R. 4703) to establish a depart
ment in tho Congressional Library for the purpose of gathering 
ancl indexing statute-law material and legal material of -a. com
parative nature, and to provide for draftsmen for congressional 
measures, and to otherwise assist and aid Members of Congress 
and public officials; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BORLA1\TD: A bill (IT. R . 4704) making appropria
tions and providing for a continuing contract for the construc
tion, repair, and preservation of public work on the Missouri 
Riyer between Kansas City and the mouth; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By l\Ir. ROBERTS of Massachusetts-: A bill (H. R. 4705) to 
•establish ·a National Memorial H-ome for aged and infirm colored 
people anil for working g1rls; to the Committee on Appropri:;i.
tions. 

By ::\Ir. STEPHENS of California: .A bill (H. R. 470G) grant
ing to the city of Los .Angeles certain rights of ·way in, over~ and 
through certain public lands and national forests in the State 
of Cnlifornia~ to the Committee on the .Public Lnnas. 

By Mr. TOWNER : A bill (H. R. 4707) pronding for the pur
chn se of a site and the erection thereon of .a public building at 
Dhariton, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings .a.nd Grounds. 

By Mr. TALBOTT of Mm~yland : A bill (H. R. 4708) to regu
late tllo rank of staff officers .of the Navy; to the Committee on 
"NaYal Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (II. R. 470D) to repeal the appro
prfation f-or the reconstruction of certain 1mprovements at the 
Edgemoor Lighthouse Depot, Del., $30,000, .found on page 77 of 
tlle act of March 4, Hill, entitled ".An act making appropriations 
for sundry ciTil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes" ; to the Commit
tee on Appropriafions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4710 ) to increase the compensation of mral 
letter carviers to $00 per month, and for other purposes; to the 
-Committee on tbe Post Office and Post Roads. 

Al so, n . bill (ll. R. 4711) to provide for tbe erection of a 
pul.l1ic building in the city of West Point, Ga. ; to the Committee 
.on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

.. Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) to construct a road fro-m Fort .Mc
Pllerson, Ga., to the rifle .range and military reservation near 
Waco, Ga.; to tllc Oommittee -on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4713) authorizing the Secretuxy ·of the 
Interior to purchase part of the Mcintosh Reservation, in Car
JJ!oll ·county, Ga., and erect a monument thereon; to _tlrn Com
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4714) to distribute tlle sru·plus in the 
Treasury of the United• States to the sC""reral States, TcrrHo
ries, and the District of Columbia for the sole purpose of im
pro-ving the roads tllerein ; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bili (H. R . 4'71JH to amend "An act to 
pro,·iclc revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the industries 
of the United States, nnd for other pu111oses," a11provcd August 
u, 190D, so as to place certain necessaries of Iife on the free 
list; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McKINLEY : A bill (H. U . 4716) :for the relief of 
certain -counties in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

B.y 1\1r. ·CARTER: A bill (H. R. 4717) anthorizing an inves
tigation with a view to securing allotments for the Choctaws of 
Mississippi and Seminoles of Florida ; to the Committee on 
Indian Affilirs. 

By Mr. ANSilERRY : A bill (H. R. 471S) to authorize the 
use of certain unclaimed moneys now in the registry of the 
Unit ecl States circult court for the nortllern dish·ict of Ohio 
for the impro-rement of the libraries of the United States courts 
"for said district; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. Ucl\IORRAN: A bill (H. R. 4719) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Navy to allot und assign n space in the chapel 
of the United States Naval Academy for a memorial window; to 
the Committee on Na-rnl .AJf'airs. 

By 1\fr. ANDERSON of Ohlo: A bill (H. R. 4720) f-0r the 
parchase of a site and the erection thereon of n public building 
at Fostoria, Ohio ; to tbe Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4721) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Crestline, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By :Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 4722) to provi<le for the 
building of a public aTenue on the south side of the Potomac 
Ri"rer from the city of ·wushington to Mount Vernon; to tlle 
Committee on Claims. 

.Also, a Wll (II. R. 4723) to provide the United States Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, and National Guard with a suitable rifle 
range for small-arms practice ne.ar Washington, D . C.; to tlle 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4724) to provide for a new superstructure 
for the Aqueduct Bridge across the Potomac River and to lay 
thereon ·a concrete floor; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4725) to provide for the construction of 
a memorial bridge across the Potomac Riter from Washington 
to the Arlington estate property; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Oommerce. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota : A bill (II. R . 4726) relatin~ 
to bills of lading; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 4727) providing for the 
protection of the interests of the United States in lands and 
waters comprising any part of the Anacostia River, or Eastern 
·nranch, and lands adjacent thereto, -and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By l\1r. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4728) authorizing a Te
suryey of township 11 north, range 8, west of the fifth prin
cipal meridian, in Arkansas; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4720) to 
confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear and deter
mine the claims of churches, lodges, 1111d educational or elee
mosynary institutions arising from the late CiYil War; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4730) to provide for the erection of a pub
lic building at the city of Deaufort, S. 0.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, ·a bHl (H. R. 4731) to increase the salaries of Turn.I 
free-delivery carriers of mail; to the Committee on the Post 
Office nnd Post Roails. 

Ily Mr. STEPHENS ·of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4732 ) to estab
lish a fish hatchery and l.liological station at Canyon City, Ran
dall County, Tex. ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisberies. 

Also, -a bi11 (II. R. 4733) to amend an act entitled "An act to 
provide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising 
from Indian depredations," approved March 3, 18D1; to the 
Committee -on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) for acquiring national forests at 
the headwaters of Red River, in the State of Texas; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. CLARK of Florida : Resolution (II. Iles. 82) t() 
amend Rule X of the Rouse; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HAYES : Resolution (H. Res. 83) to amend para-
graph 4 of Rule XXVI; . to the Committee on Rules. · 

Also, Tesolution (H. Iles. 84) requesting certain data from 
the Secretary of State; to tbe Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS : Resolution (H. Res. 85) directing the 
Secretary of the Tr€asury to furnish certain information as to 
places as to which authorization or appropriation has been 
made for a public building or a site for a public building, by 
legis1ntion of the Fifty-nintll, Sixtieth, or Sixty-first Con
gress ; to the Committee on A!)propria tions. 

By l\fr. IIE~TRY of Texn'l:l: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) 
proposing ru1 amendment to the Constitution of tbe Unitea 
States: to tlle Committee on the Judiciary. 

Ry Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J . Res. 63) to create 
-and creating fl joint committee to continue the consideration of 
the revision and codification of the laws of the United States; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HA.YES: Joint resolution (H.J. Res. 64) directing the 
Secretary of War to sell certain pn.rcels of land in the District 
of Columbia ; to tlle Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, joint resolution (II. J. Res. 65) to pro\ide for the 
transportation by sea of men, material, stores, and equipment 
for account of the United States, and of material, stores, anrl 
equipment for use in the construction or maintenance of tl!e 
Panama Canal; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine nn<l 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. B.ARTHOLDT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) to 
amend joint resolution authorizing the appoinbnent of a com
mission in relation to uni\ersal peace; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By l\Ir. ,BUCHANAN: Joint resolution (II. J. Res. 67) to 
amend the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 
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By Ur. BYRNS of Tennessee: Memorial of the Legislature Qf 
Tennessee, urging return of direct cotton tax, etc. ; to the Gom
miHee on War Claims. 

.Also, memorial of the Legislatun~ of Tennessee, urging a con
stitutional amendment prohibiting practice of polygamy; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, prh·ate bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By M:r. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 4735) granting an increase of 

pension to William J. Carson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad C. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ADA.l\1SON: A bill (H. R. 4737) for the relief of 
Mary Perkinson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) for the relief of H. T. Cunningham; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4739) for the relief of the heirs of Willis 
Miller, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) for the relief of the estate of Dolly 
Jones; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4741) for the relief of the legal repre
sentatives of Henry Callier, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bi.11 (H. R. 4742) for the relief of the legal repre
sentatives of ·w. L. Gordon, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) to compensate P. K. Leathers for 
service~ rendered the United States in the prosecution of Wil
liam T. Head and others in the Circuit Court for the Northern 
District of Georgia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to compensate the legal representa
tives of Henry S. Castellaw for stock and provisions taken for 
the use of the Army of the United States; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) to compensate W. T. Godwin for 
transportation, rent, and supplies furnished United States au
thorities engaged in suppressing a riot in Harris County, Ga., in 
1867; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALEXA..l~ER: A bill (H. R. 474G) granting an in
crease of pension to George H. Combs; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANDERSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 4747) granting 
an increase of pension to Michael McLaughlin; to the Com
mittee en Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4748) granting a pension to Oliver l\Iilroy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4740) granting a pension to Lewis King
seed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4750) granting a pension to Isaac K. 
Bingaman; to the Committee on InTalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4751) granting a pension to William Ben-
singer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. • 

By Mr. A...~SBERRY: A bill (H. R. 4752) granting an in
crease of pension to George Coffet; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By l\fr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4753) granting an in
crease of pension to Curtis C. Griffin; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward B. Westhafer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) granting an increase of pension to 
John Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHli~ELD: A bill (II. R. 475G) granting an in
crease of pension to John S. Bell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4757) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Erwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4758) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Grosscup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) granting an increase of pension to 
William Henry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 4760) for the relief of 
Nancy E. Latimer, executrix of tlie estate of D. E. Knoles, de
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4761) for the relief of the heirs of Solomon 
Cohen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 4762) for the relief of Hiram 
Smith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47G3) for the relief of Hiram Smith and 
John n. W. Smith; to the .committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4764) for the relief of John H. Chapman; 
to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) granting an increase of p·ension to 
James Uphold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

By 1\ir. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4766)' 
granting a pension to Dora Dee Walker; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4767) granting a pension to Ernest E. 
Pearsall ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47G8) for the relief of the estate of Simon 
Brown, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. -

Also, a bill (H. It. 4760) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
G. Thorpe, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Alsq, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of :Michael De Loach: 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4771) for the reiief of heirs of Elizabeth 
T. Davis; to the .Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of John H. Ruddell, 
administrator of the estate of Reuben R. Turner; . to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of W. W. Weekley; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4774) for th~ relief of A. R. Speaks; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of the heirs of T. B. 
Fripp, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477G) for the relief of James T. Dowling; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4777) for the relief of Pierson Peeples; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4778) for tho relief of the heirs of Allen 
Fanning, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4770) for the relief of the trustees of 
Columbia Baptist Church; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) for the relief of Harmony Louge, 
No. 17, Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, at Barnwell, S. C.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4781) for the relief of Great Salkehatchie 
Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, S. C. ; to the Committee on 
War Claims. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) for the relief of Jane A. Sanders, 
widow of Edward W. Sanders; to the Committee on War 
Claims. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) for the relief of Mount Pleasant 
Baptist Church, of Barnwell County, S. C.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) for the relief of the estate of John 
Fripp, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) for tho relief of the estate of 
Stephen A. Kittles, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 478G) for the relief of the estate o! 
Richard N. Kittles, deceased; to tho Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) for the relief of Miss Evnlina A. E. 
Fripp; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4788) granting 
an increase of pension to George R. Pearson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) authorizing and directing the Secre
tary of the Interior to pay arrearage to Thomas F. Haywood, 
Nashville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill ( H. R. 4700) granting a pension 
to Dora E. Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 4791) for the relief of the 
heirs of David R. Hubbard, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4792) for relief of estate of Marcus Cook, 
deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4W3) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the .Methodist 
Church of Kossuth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Christian 
Church of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Clnims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of Presbyterian Church of Corinth, 
Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the Baptist Church of Cor
inth, Miss.; to the Committee on war Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) to carry into effect findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Corinth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 4798) granting a pension to 
William A. Hickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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.Also, a bill- (H~ R. 4'190) granting a pension · to Elmer E . 

Dickey; to the Committee on rensions. 
Also, a bill -(H. n.. 4800) for the relic.ft of estate of .A.mos 

Jones, deceased; to the- Committee on War Claims. 
Also, ·a bill (II. R. 4801) fou the. relief of the trustees ·of Back 

Lick Church, now known as th~ Beulah Baptist Church. of 
Franconia., - Fairfax County, Va.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4802) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of Second Presbyterian Church. 
.Alex:rndria, Va.; to the Committee on .Appropriations. 

By l\Ir. CO:NNELL: .A bill (EL R. 4SOS-) to carry out the find: 
ings of tho Court of Claims in the case of. Harry V. Hoes, ad
ministrator of Theodore Hoes, ueceased;~ to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER: .A bill (Il. R. 4S01) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Van De Bogert; t(} the Committee on 
Izrrnlid Pensions. 

By Mr._ CUL.LOP: A bill (H. R. 4805) grrunting an increase of 
pension to PalmeJJ .Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Incl.iana: .A bill (H. R . 4806) granting an 
increase of pension to Jobn W . Hamacher; to the Committee on 
Inrnlid Pensions. 

Also, 11 bill (H. R. 4807) granting an increase of pension 
to John Jeffries; to the Committee on Invalicl Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting an increase of pension. to 
J-0bn H. Leasure; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4809) granting rui increa.se of pension to 
John Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Eensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) grunting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Roberts; to the Committee on In.valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48ll) grn.nuing- an. increase of pension to 
.Alexunder Clements; to the- Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) g1mnting an increase of pension 
to Charles J. Edington; to the Committee on Inntli<l Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard T. Stott; to the. Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr; DODDS: A bill (:EL R 4814) granting an incr n~e- of 
pension to .Albert Shaver; to the Committee on Inva.licl Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481G) granting an increase of pension to 
john J. Sharp; to the Committee on Iu-rn.licl Pensions. 

Also, a bw{Il. R. 481G) grunting an increase of pension to 
Augustus Wilcox; to tile Committee on Invalicl Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) grunting an incr>ease of pension te 
Robert .A. Dalzell; to the Collllllittee on Inntlid Pensions. 

.Also, 11 bill (H. R. 4818) granting an incre::iso of pension to 
llnn·ey McCracken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.A.lso, a bill (H. R. 481D) granting an increase of pension to 
Almon G. Lee ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Il. R. 4S2Q) granting an incre:tse of pension to 
William Petrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) granting an increase of pension to 
J"ohn Sn:iy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 4822) grunting un increase of 
pension to George Cluxton; to the Committee on Invalicl Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill .(H. R. 4823) grunting an increase of pension to 
Florida Kennerly; to the Committee on Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) granting n pension to Sn.rah Ann 
Hopps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.. 1.lso, a bill (H. R. 4825) granting 11 pension to William D. 
iWoestendiek; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) for the relief of the heirs of Jackson 
Grooms ; to the Committee on War Claims. 
· Also, a IJill (H. R. 4827) for the relief of Bartholomew 
Buckley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

.Also, a bill (Y. R. 4828) for the relief of John H. Drosscl
meier; to t:Q.e Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4829) to correct the military record of 
.Allen Barnes; to the Committee on l\filitnry Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A IJill (H. R. 4830) for the relief of 
Dr. C. D. Royall; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4S31) for the relief of the heirs of Francis 
M. Stone; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 48<l2) for- the relief of the heirs of Francis 
H. ~rCLeod; to the Committee on W'ur Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4833) for the relief of. the estate of C. 
Royal, decen~; to the- Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4834) 
grunting a pension to Sarah J. Porter; to the Committee on 
rnvulid Pensions. 

By- Mr. GOOD : A bill (H. R. 4835) granting pension to 
James E. Whipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PALMER: A bill (H. R. 4S3S-) granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Ruth; to the Committee on In"lulid 
Pensions~ 

By Mr. GRAHAM: .A bill (H: R. 4837) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph A. Fones; to the Committee on In.-alid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GUER.i..~SEY : .A bill (H. R. 4838) granting an increase 
of pension to Leonid.us Leathers ; to tho. Committee on Invalid 
Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4830) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Lawry; to tile Committee on In>alid Pension<:: . 

.Also,. a bill (H . .R. 4&10) granting an increase o:li uension to 
Henry C. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H.. R . 4841) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Rogers; to the Committee- on Inmlid Pensions. 

.Also, u urn (H. R. 4842) gr::mting an increase of pension to 
Eliakiam Byard; to the Committee- on In>alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 4843) granting an increase of pension to 
.Ad.nu T. Cushman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 48-14) gim.nting an increase of pension to 
.Tames R . Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) granting nn increase of pension to 
Bo.'lrdma n C. Friend'; to the CoillIDi ttee on In rnlid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (Il. R.' 484().) granting a: pension to George N. 
Holland; to tho C.Jrnmitltee on Inv!.1.lid Pensions. 

By 1\.fr. HAMMOND: .A bill CH. R. 4847) granting an in
crease of pension to- 1\Ia1·y E. Rutter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) granting a pension to I. G. SCQtt ; 
to- the-Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R . 4849) granting_ an increase of pei;ision to 
Philip Ehresman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

By ~fr. HARDWICK: .A bill (H. R. 4850) for the relief of 
l\Irs. l\Ia.ry W. Bailey, W. A. Jorclon, Mrs. M. E. Turlington-, 
and Ephmrn J . Jordan, heirs of Ephram J. Jorclan, sr., de
ceased; to the Committee- on War Claims. 

By l\Ir. H.t1-YES: A bill (H. R. 48Cil) granting a pension to 
Charles .A. Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting a pension to Charles .A. 
Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 48:33") fo1~ the relief of Jeremiah C. Conk
ling; to the Committee on Clnims . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) for the relief of Thomas P. Curren; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H~ R. 4855) for- the relief of Jasper· J. Henry ; 
to the Committee on Military .Affairs . 

.Also, a bill ( H . R. 4856) for the relief of ElizalJeth J. Bisilop ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4S57) for the relief of certain officers of 
tho Second Regiment Louisiana Volunteer Cn.vnlry; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By .Mr. HENRY of Texns : A · bill (H. R. 4858) granting an 
increase of pension to William E . Peters; to the Committee on 
In.-valicl Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4SUD) grunting a pension to 1\Iorinthin. 
Turner; to tho Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4860) granting a pension to Sophronia. 
Beverly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 4861) for the relief of Nancy E. Wright, 
heir of l\Iclvil W.ilkerson, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims . 

Also, n. bill (H. R. 4862) for the relief of Nancy Pierson, 
willow, ::incl the heirs of John Hogue Pierson, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863) for the relief of W. A. White; to 
the Committee on War Clnfms. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4864) for the relief. of the heirs of James 
Tandy, decense(l; to the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. n. 4865) for tho relief of the heirs of Nancy 
Senter; to tho Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4866) to curry out the findings of .the Court 
of Claims in the case of Samuel F. Ryan; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4867) 
granting an incren.Eo of pension to Sue E. Madden; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill ( H . R. 48G8) gmuting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Plybon; to the Committee on rnvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 4869) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Smith; to the Committee ou Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 487'0) granting an increase of pension to 
Andy Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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! .Also, a bill ( H. R. 4871) granting a pension to Henderson 
. Branham; to the Committee on Invalid Pe:ij.Sions. 
I Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to Emily Patter
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

! Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Electra Ross; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 4874) for the relief of James Johnson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEE of Pennsylvania,: A bill (H. R. 4875) granting 
' an increaise of pension to Charles Richards; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 4877) granting a x>en
sion to Mary A. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to James A.. 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By .Mr. LOUD: A. bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas KeChittigo; to the Committee on Ju-valid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua B. Hartzog; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II R. 4881) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank La Fl::tme; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4882) granting nn increase of pension to 
·Louisa M. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen,sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting an increase of pension to 
1 '.Anthoriy Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting a pension to Anna Meil
strup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\fr . .McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 4885) granting an increase 
<>f pension to Joseph Kell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr . .MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 4886) granting an increase 
of pension to Byron F. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid 
"Pensions. 

By Mr. MA.HER: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles A. Hugg; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to James Mur-
l'ay; to the Committee on Pensions. . 

By .Mr. MARTIN of South Dakotn: a bill (H. R. 4889) grant
ing an increase of pension to James Randall; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting an increase of pension to 
·"Samuel D. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 4891) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4892) for the 
relief of Frederick Leser, jr. ; to the Committee on C1aims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (II. R. 4893) for the relief of the 
beirs of Jacob Claypool; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4894) granting an in
crease of pension to George W. Wood; to the Committee on In
:va lid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4895) granting an in
crease of pension to Sarah F. Mason; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) granting an increa~e of pension to 
Oscar Keith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) granting an increaRe of pension to 
Gustav L enau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4890 ) granting a pension to William T. 
Bowden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By ~1r. PRAY: A bill (II. R. 4900) granting an increase of 
pension to Munson M. Lockwood; to the Committee on Invalid 
P ensions. 

By Mr. POST: A bill (H. R. 4901) granting a pension to 
George W. Graves; to the Committee on Invnlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4902) granting a pension to Francis M. 
. W all; to .the Committee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 4903) for 
the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas W ashington Tompkins, 
<lecensed, lute of ·w arren County, .Miss.; to the Committee on 

. war Claims. 
By Mr. RA.UCH: A blll (H. R. 4904) grnnting an increase of 

pension to Thomas Burk ; to the Committee on lnl"a lid Pensions. 
.A lso, a bill (H. R. 4.·905 ) granting an increase of pension to 

George P. McKee ; to t lle Committee. on Invalid Pensions. 
Ahm. a l>i1l (H . R 400B ) granting nn increase of pension to 

F 01iX G. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a l>ill (H. R. 4907) granting an incrense of pen sion to 

William C . .Armor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4908) granting an increase of pension to 
I 

Warren G. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting an increase of pension to 
James Chaplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Kersey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) granting an increase of pension to 
Cealon Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4913) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Levsay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher 0. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen· 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan K. Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, ~ bill ( H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gulliford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4917) granting an increase of pensiqn to 
Samuel B. Beshore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AlS6, a bill (Il. R. 4918) granting an increase of pension to 
Cicero Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen A. La Boyteaux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4920) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4921) granting a pension to Clement 
Holderman; to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) granting a pension to Etta Cronin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4923) granting a pension to Fillmore 
Pettyford ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4f7~4) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Brophy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) granting a pension to Robert A. Tal
bott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to Gertrude 
Ballou; to tbe Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to Edward F. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) for the relief of Frank Bell; to the 
Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) to correct the military record of 
Joseph Elshire; to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4930) authorizing the payment of a claim 
to Tolivar B. Clark; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 4931) granting an increase 
of pension to Bridget .Mullens; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4932) granting an increase of pension to 
August Brockmyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 4933) granting an in
crease of pension to Robert L. Chick; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) grnntin~ an increase of pension to 
George D. Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4935) granting an increase of pension to 
Fletcher Matthews; to tbe Committee on In vu lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting an increa se of pen1sion to 
Frederick Klammer; to the Committee on InYalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increa se of pension to 
Nannie Layman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938 ) granting an incrense of pension to 
William Redus : to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (II. R. 4939) grant
ing an increase of pension to Charles B. Fisher ; to the Com
mittee on Invalid P ensions. 

B y Mr. RICH.A.RDSOK : A bill (H."'R. 4940) granting an in
crea se of pension to Robert Barbee; to the Committee on 
Im-alid P ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) grnnt ing an increa se of pension to 
Jonathan B. Hall; to the Committee on Inva lid P ensionR . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4042) gnrnting an increase of pension to 
J ohn H. Hayes; t o tlie Committee on In valid Pen Rions. I 

Also, a l>ill (H. R. 4043 ) granting nn incr ease of pension to 
Josiah H all; to the Comruittee on Invalid P ensions . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 40H ) granting an increase of pension to 
E. G. Falkner; to the Comm ittee on P ensions . 
Al ~o . a bill (H. R. 4045 ) granting an increa se of pension to 

Willi nm Ca rroll McKinney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4.046) grnnting an incr ease of pe1rnion to 

Jerome Patterson; to the Committee on P ens ions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) gr anting a pension to Mary T. Par

rish; to the Committee on P ensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) granting a pension to J. L. Jones; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) granting a pension to Bettie Brock; 

to the Committee on Pensions. -
Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) granting a pension to Albert 1\1. 

_Geiger; to tlle Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. H. 4951) granting a pension to John E. San-

ford; to the Committee on Pensions. · 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) granting a pension to Sandy G. 

Watson; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 4953) granting a pension to Doc _L. Bailey; 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) granting a pension to John S. Ed

monds; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 40i:i5) granting a pension to Joseph Stew

art; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 495G) granting a pension to John Young; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill ( H. R. 4057) granting a pension to Julia Cart

wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4058) granting a pension to Louisa Mar

garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4959) granting a pension to James Smith; 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
· Also, a bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to James l\L 
Haukins and William l\f. Hankins; to the C,ommittee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4-961) granting a pension to Robert Whit
taker: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 4962) granting a pension to Moses A. Cole
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 496-3) granting a pension to John Young; 
to the Committee on Im'nlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4964) granting a pension to David R . 
Bellomy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965) granting a pension to Isaac N. 
Ilynnm; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49GG) granting a pension to James A. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4967) granting a pension to James Smith; 
to the Committee on I1n-alid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to John Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4969) 'granting a pension to Louisa l\far
garet Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4970) granting a pension to Julia Cart
wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4!.>71) granting a pension to Levi P. Rob
-erts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) granting a pension to Samuel Pot
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4973) granting a pension to Nancy Shelton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

·Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Precise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) granting a pension to S. F. Ken
namer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 497G) granting a pension to Henry Pullam; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mc
Kinn Friar; to the Committee on Invalid ·pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4-978) for the relief of William 1\1. Under
wood; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) for the relief of Amanda M. War
ren; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4980) for the relief of Mary B. Dancy; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) for the relief of l\1rs. ll. H. Cribbs; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bi11 (H. R. 4982) for the relief of James Eli Schrim
sher; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) for the relief of Bettie Linder, 
administratrix of B. Franks, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 4984) for the relief of B. G. Chandler ; to 
the Committee on-War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4-985) for the relief of B. F. Ludwig; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 49SG) for the relief of Sallie C. Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) for the relief of Stephen Fanning; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4988) for the relief of William M. Hilliard; 
to the Committee on .War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4989) for the relief of William C. Bragg; 
to the Committee on War Claim·s. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4990) for the relief of Mrs. E. L: Raney; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4991) for the relief of. Elisha Stogsdill; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4992) for the relief of l\fary J. Bailey; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar
brough and estate of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Bathsheba Gordon; 
to the Committee· on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of William W. Calla
han, administrator of the estate of Thomas Gibbs; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 4996) for the relief of Parks S. Townsend; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) for the relief of John Smaw; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4998) for the relief of John W. Mc.A.fee; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4!.>99) for the relief of John T. Lehman; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of Cumberland Presby
terian Church, of Pleasant Springs, Ala.; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) for the relief of James A. Allen; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a biU (H. R 5002) for the relief of Amanda l\f. Warren; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5003) for the relief of James Williams; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500-1) for the relief of Samuel H. Yar
brough and heirs of John Jones, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5005) for the relief of Jona than l\Iorris, 
executor of Jonathan Morris, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500G) for the relief of R. D. Crosthwaite, 
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5007) for the relief of Mary Tnllis; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) for the relief of Littleton l\IcCloud 
and Bill Mull; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5000) for the relief of James T. Dowdy; to 
the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5010) for the relief of l\fartha J. Sibley ; 
to tlle Committee on War Claims. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 5011) for the relief of Thomas W. White; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5012) for the relief of John T. Graves; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5013) for the relief of James Henry and 
Porter Henry; to the Commit1ee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) for the relief of George l\I. Harra
way; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) for the relief of Mattie P. Bar
rnud, Katharine Caldwell, and Henry M. Rhett, heirs of 
Harriett l\I. Barnard, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5016) for the relief of Mrs. W. E. Trous
dale; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5017) for the relief of Nancy M. Weaver; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) for the relief of Samuel W. Shackel
ford. trustee of Susan A. Shackelford; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5019) for the relief of Dan Walden; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) for the relief of Mattie H. Ligon; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5021) for the relief of J. W. Johnson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) for the relief of Parks S. Townsend; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5023) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Chestnut Grove Church, in Morgan County, Ala.; to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5024) for the relief of the estate of Jesse 
Vann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) for the relief of the executor or ad
ministrator of the estate of C. C. Spiller, deceased; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) for the relief of William Moseley, 
administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) for the relief of W. 0. Tipton; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. Ei028) for the relief of John 0. Thomas; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. G029) for the relief of Houston ;L. Bell; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5030) for the relief of Nancy Coffey; to 
the Committee on War Claims.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) for the relief of John T. Gra. yes; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0032) for the relief of Griffin Callahan; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5033) for the relief of Dr. Ira G. Woo<l; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5034) for the· relief of Francis Wilkes; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) for the relief of J. W. Smart; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5036) for the relief of Phillip D. Wright; 
to the Committee on War Claims.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5037) for the relief Qf Mrs. Cassa Simpson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) for the relief of William· J. Wilcox.-
son; to the Committee on War Claims. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5039) for the relief of William Cunning
ham; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5040) for the relief of B. F. Hembree; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5041) for the relief of .Alfred 0. William
son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. u042) for the relief of James G. Porter; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5043) for the relief of Boling King; to the 
Committee on War Claims . 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) for the relief of the legal representa
tives of the estate of Robert Herstein, deceased; to the Commit
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. Il. 0045) for the relief of heirs of J. P. Mc
Gaha, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504G) for the relief of heirs of Lemuel 
Hannah, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 504 7) for the relief of heirs of J osian 
White, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0048) for the relief of heirs of Andrew C. 
·Legg, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 0049) for the relief of heirs of Mathew N. 
Grimmett, dcceasecl; to the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a. bill ( H. R. 5050) for the relief of heirs of Elizabeth 
Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) for the relief of heirs of Benjamin 
Lawler; to the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, u bill (H. R. 50!53') for the relief of heirs of J. R. B. 
Eldridge, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. Il. 50-38) for the relief of the heirs of Kennon 
H. Steger, cleceased: to the Committee on 1Var Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 503-:1:) for the relief of heirs of Thomas 
Knight, U.eccased; to the Committee on War Cbims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. G055) for the relief of the heirs of James 
H. Ware, deceased; to the Committee on Wnr Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) for the relief of heirs of Enoch R. 
and Louisa J. Kennedy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5057) for the relief of heirs of Preston 
Smith, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5058) for the relief of heirs of Andrew J. 
Peacock, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5059) for the relief of the lleirs of Joseph 
Logan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of lleirs of Sidney 
Tate, decensel1; to the ColllIDittee on Wnr Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) for the relief of Sidney Tate, de
ceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

AJso, a bill (H. R. 50G1) for the relief of heirs of Alfred Ham
brick. cleccasecl; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. GOG2) for the relief of heirs of Alexancler 
F. Perryman, deceased: to the Committee on War Claims . 

.Also, a bill ( H. R. 5063) for the relief of heirs of William 
Wann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 5064) for the relief of heirs of W. J. 
Langston, clecease<.l; to the Committee on 'Vnr Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. IL UOS5) for ilie relief of the lleirs of Sarah 
Schrimsher; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5066) for the relief of lleirs of Mary 
McOua, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) for the relief of the heirs of A. El 
Mills, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50GS) for the relief of the lleirs of Eliah 
Matheny; to the Committee on War C1nirns. 

.A.Jso, a bill (H. R. 506.9) for the relief of the heirs of Jane 
l\IcCnrtney; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5070 ) for the relief of heirs or estates of 
Elbert H. and Melinun Ellett, deceased; to tlle Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5071) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
A. l\Iartin, deceased; to the Corumittee on Wnr Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 50i2) for the relief of the estate of Enoch 
R. Kennedy, cleceusoo; to tlle Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. ti073) for tlic relief of tlle estate of John 
Sibley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50i4) for tl.J.e relief of tho estate of Ben
j amin Snodgrass; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 60ii:>) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Baker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 507G) for the relief of tlie estate of W. W. 
l\lcCrary; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) for the relief of tllo estate of 
Marius B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. G078) for the rellef of the estate of Melissa 
Gathright, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5-070) for 1.he relief of the estate of Marius 
B. Cawthon, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

~lso, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of tlle estate of Alfred 
Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0081) for tllo relief of the estate of James 
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
S. Bnker; to tho Committee on War Cl:-iims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5083) for the relief of the estate of Brad· 
ford Hambrick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) for the relief of the estate of 
John Sibley, deceased; to the Committee on \Yar Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. G085) for the relief of the estate of James 
H. Ware, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

A.I so, a bill ( H. R. 5086) for the relief of the estate of A. L. 
Lognu, deceasecl; to the Committee on War Claims . 

.. A.Iso, a bill (H. R. 5087) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
Knight, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of the estate of John 
Walston, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of the estate of Mathew 
N. Grimmett, deceased; to tlle Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0090) for tlle relief of the estate of Benja
min B. Coffey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of tile estnte of William 
P. Tanner; to the Committee 011 War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Ingram, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of C1aims in the case of J. G. 1\lason, aclministrator of 
estates of Glorvinia Mason, ancl John 0. l\.Iason, deceased; to the 
Corumitteo on War Claims. 

.Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of tho claim of the estate of David 
B. Johnson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 50~5) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
James I. Donegan; to the Committee on Wnr Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509G) to refer tho claim of Nancy Taylor 
against the United States to the Court of Claims; to the Com
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5097) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the heirs of Fabian Varin to the Court of Claims; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. GOOS) granting an increase 
of pension to Alford J. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IT. R. 5099) granting nn increase of pension to 
John J. James; to tlle Committee on Ilwuliu Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) granting an increase of pension to 
.Mary A. Doclge; to the Committeo on Iu'\"alid Pensions. 

.Also, n bill (H. R. 5101) grunting a pension to James Brooks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. n. 5102) granting a pension to Iliclrn.rcl A. 
Gamble; to the Committee on Invali<l Pensions. 

.A.Jso, n bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to John Baker; 
to the Committee on In'\"alid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARP: A bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of 
pension to Conrad Hamman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Aliso, a biil (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of pension to 

Samuel McQuate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
.AJso, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 

John W. Fry; to the Committee on Invalid .pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (ll. R. 5108) granting a pension to Estella M. 

Manville; to the Committee ()n Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 510!)) granting a pension to Elizabeth 

Neely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) granting a pension to Lydia L. Rob

inson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) granting a pension to Hannah l\f. 

Seeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · · 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) granting a pension to Delilah Wor

ley; to the Committee on Invalid Peusions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 5113) granting a pension to Austin L. 

Straub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. ·ul14) granting a pension to Charles J. 

Pfahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\fr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5115) granting a pension 

to Jerry R. Daniel; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a Lill (H. R. 511G) for the reHef of R. R. Russe11, Irve 

W. Ellis, J. L. Ilorroum, N. H. Corder, and Wooten & Vasbinder; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) to pay the claim of Mrs. Charles H. 
Benson, of San Antonio, Tex., for damages done to her phaeton 
by a caisson of the Third Regiment United States Field Artil
lery; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) to pay Henry Fink for the loss of a 
horse killed by United States soldiers while at target practice; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5119) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Harris L. 
Roberts, United States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\1r. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 5120) grant
ing an increase of pension to Archibald l\fcLain; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Illaclcs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Manchester ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Gavin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. SULLOWAY: A bill (II. R. 5124) granting an in
crease of pension to William H. Davis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase 
of pension to Tllomas Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\1r. TH.A.YER: A bill (II. R. 5126) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Clement Lamoureaux· 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (II. R. 5127) granting an increase 
of pension to John Tidball; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) grnnting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Lusk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

.Also, a l>ill ( H. R. 5129) granting a pension to Clara S. 
Ickis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TUTTLE: A bill (H. R. 5130) granting a pension to 
Teresa Minclerrnnnn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By l\1r. UNDERHILL: A bill (II. R. 5131) granting an in
crease of pension to Moses ~1. Crants; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5132) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Fogarty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 5133) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 5134) granting a pension 
to Henry D. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalicl Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A bill (H. R. 5135) to correct the military 
record of John J. Troxell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 513G) granting an 
increase of pension to Peter Johnston; to the · Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were lai<l 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By J\Ir. ALEXANDER: ?aper to accompany bill for increas(• 
of pension for George H. Coml.Js; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\fr. ASHBROOK: Petition of E. D. Rutledge & Co. and 
7 other business men of Minerva, Ohio, in opposition to the 

parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Ily Mr. BROWN: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
Hiram Smith and John R. W. Smith; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BULKLEY: Petition of Dr. G. Caruso and other citi
zens of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against the tariff on Italian 
lemons, an~ requesting that they be placed on the free list; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By .Mr. BUTLER: Petition of citizens of Upper Uwchlan, 
Rast Nautmeal, West Vincent, and Wallace Townships, of Penn
sylvania, relative to cold storage of food products; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill to 
increase vension of George R. Pearson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: Protest by the Auxiliary of the Postal Clerks 
of Kendallville, Ind., relative to the condition of men employed 
in the postal service ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Niagara Alkali Co. for hnpo
sition of an import duty on caustic potash, and of the New 
York Cordnge Co. as to duty on cotton bagging.; to the Commit
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DA VIS of West Virginia: Petition of R. G. Dnkan, 
A. H. Gray, and otl1ers, with reference to the duty on wool; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of J. F. Ligman and others, of Inde
pendence, Wis., favoring election of United States- Senators by 
direct vote of the people, and in favor of retention of present 
duty on barley and on oleomargarine colored in imitation of 
butter; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Homer G. Sell, of Hillsdale, 
Ill., in opposition to Canadian reciprocity agreement; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John F. Godfrey Post, No. !)3, Grand Army 
of the Reuubl1c, of Pasadena, Cal., for a general old-age pen
sion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of La Salle, Ill., for the creation of 
a national department of health ; to the Committee on Expendi
ttues in Interior Department. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: Petition of Congrega
tional and Ila ptist Churches of Merrimac, Mass., for the pas
sage of the bill to forbid the sale of intoxicating liquor in all 
Government buildings; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

Also, petition of Congregational and Baptist Churches of 
1\ferrirnac, Mass., for passnge of Burkett-Sims bill to forbid 
interstate transmission of race-gambling odds and bets; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. · 

Also, resolutions of Amherst Grange, No. 16, Patrons of Hus
bandry, of Amherst, Mass., opposing passage of tariff agreement 
bill with Canada; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of residents of Lancaster, Pa., 
favoring the establishment of a national department of health; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: Resolutions of Highland Grange, No . 
3G4, Patrons of Husbandry, of Penobscot, l\fe., protesting against 
the passage of the reciprocity measure; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Bolton Grange, 
No. 47, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bolton, Conn., in behalf of 
an improveu parcels post; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of West Hartford Grange, No. 69, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of West Hartford, Conn., against the enactment of 
the Canadian reciprocity agreement; to th~ Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

By Mr. KENDALL: Protest of H. J. ·Bishop and 52 other 
citizens of Jasper County, Iowa, against Canadian reciprocity; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\Ir. KONOP: Petition of numerous citizem; of Appleton, 
Wis., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By J\fr. LANGHAM: Petition of E. L. Pllilli11s and others, of 
New Bethlehem, Pa., in opposition to the reciprocity treaty 
with Canada; to the Committee on Ways nnd ~feans. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petitions of nnmerous citizens of 
Cokato, Minn., and farmers anc..1 business men of Brandon, 
:;\1inn., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. · 

Also, petition of Division No. 1, Ancient Order of Hibernians, 
of Crow Wiug County, Minn.; against Anglo-American alliance; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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Also, petition of Charles M. Kuhr, uguinst sending troops to 
Mexican bonler; to the Committee on l\Iilitn.ry Mairs. 

By Mr. UAR.ER : Petitions of the Seward Republican Club, 
of New York; the Union League Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y.; and 
the New York Stereotypers' Union, No. 1, favoring reciprocity 
with Canada; to the Committc:o on Ways and. l\Ieans. 

Also, petition of citizens of Springfield, Pa., to withdraw the 
troops from the Mexican border; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By 1\111 Mc~fORR.AN: Resolutions of the electors of Sand 
Bench Township, Huron County, Mich., in opposition to Cana
dian reciprocity; to the Committee on ·ways and l\Ieans. 

By .Mr. MORGAN: Petition of citizens of -Moreland and. citi
~ens of A.mes, Okla., requesting witll<lrawal of Unitecl States 
troops from Mexican borcler; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOT.r: Resolutions of Three Mile Buy Grunge, No. 
J2G, of Three l\iile Buy; Port Leyden Grange, No. 1037; Lower 
Oswego Falls Grange, of Fulton, N.- Y.; River Bank Grange, No. 
534, of Riv-er Bunk; Granby Grunge, of Granby; Mount Pleasant 
Grange, No. 34!), of Mount Pleasant; Depauville Grange, No. 
rm; and Denmark Grange, No. 535, of Denmark, Patrons of 
Husbandry, all of the State of New York, against Canadian 
reciprocity; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of George W. Burgess an<l other citizens of the 
town of Granby, Oswego County; the Dilts Machine Works, of 
Fulton; Oxbow Grange, No. 691, of Oxbow; Orwell Grange, 
No. GG, of Orwell; Point Peninsula. Grange, No. 1030, of Point 
Peninsula; Pamelia Grange, No. 68, of Pamelia; Sandy Creek 
Grange, No. 127, of Sandy Creek; Redwood Grange, No. 684, of 
Redwood; Phrenix Grange, No. 0, of Phronix; West Monroe 
Grange, of West Monroe; and of Glenfield Grunge, No. 548, of 
Glenfield, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of New York, 
against Canadian reciprocity (H. R. 4412) ; to the Committee 
on Ways a.nu Means. 

Also, petitions of Eureka Paper Co., of Fulton, N. Y.; Albion 
Center Grange, No. 270, of Albion, N. Y.; and Chaumont Grange, 
No. 85t>, of Chaumont, N. Y., Patrons of Husbandry; Carthage 
Board of Trade, of Carthage, N. Y.; B. W. Bennett, of Ful
ton, N. Y., against Canadian reciprocity; to the Committee on 
Ways and l\Ic!lns. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Resolutions of The Gleaners, a Sun
day-school class of the Methodist Episcopal Society ; the 
Women's Missionary Society and the Progressive Men's Class 
of the Methodist Episcopal Society, of Rockingham and other 
towns; the combined Women's Missionary Societies of the 
churches of Bellows Falls, constituting about 500 persons in 
sai<l Rockingham, fa-voring the Miller-Curtis bill, so called, pro
hibiting saloons in Hawaii, and the 1\fcCumber-Tcrrell bill, so 
called, concerning the opium trade; to the Committee on Inter
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt., pro
testing against the proposed reciprocity bill; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Groton Grange, No. 443, of Groton, Vt., 
protesting against increase of magazine postage rates; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By l\Ir. POST: Petition of the Empire Compnny, No. 68, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Fletcher, Miami County, 
Ohio, to pass more stringent laws for the restriction of immi
grntion; to the Committee on Immigration n.ncJ Naturalization. 

Ily l\Ir. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of citizens of Hunt 
County, Tex., requesting immecliate withdrawal of troops from 
l\lexican border; to the Committee on :i\Iilitary Affairs. 

Ry Mr. SHERWOOD : Petition of citizens of Sheffield, Pa., 
for the immediate recall of United States troops from the 
:Mexican border; to tile Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Toledo Lodge, International Association 
of :Machinists, of Tole<l.o, Ohio, urging illiteracy test for immi
grants; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion. 

By l\lr. UNDERHILL: Petitions of Greenwood Grange; High
land Grange, No. 22, of Catharine, Schuyler County; Stephens 
:Mills, Fremont; Woodhull Grange, of Woodhull; Canisteo 
Grange, No. 460, of Cnnisteo; Pleasant Valley Grange, No. 408, 
of Urbana; Oak Hill Grange, No. 574, of South Dansville; 
Batll Grange, No. 2!>4, of Bath; Romulus Grange, No. U81, of 
R omulus ; Caton Grange, No. 24.S, of Caton; Jasper Grange, No. 
GlO; Avoca Gra.rige, No. 176, of Avoca; Howard. Grange, No. 
076, of Howell; Chemung Ya.Hey Grange, No. 57, of Elmira; 
Lodi Grange, No. 213, of Lodi; Hornellsville Grunge, No. 846, 
of Hornell; ancl Towlesville Grange, No. 430, all of the State 
of New York, against proposed reciprocity with Canada; to the 
Corumittee on Ways and l\leans. 

Also, petition of the Union Lca~ue Club of New York, favor
ing reciprocity with Canacla; to tlrn Committee on Ways ancl 
Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Resolutions of Leopolcl Zung Lodge, Inde
pendent Orclcr B'nai B'rith, located at Goldsboro, N. C., asking 
that -an Senators and Members of Congress aid in the passage 
of any resolutions which call for the modi5cation or abrogation 
of all treaty relations with Russia; to the Colll~ittec on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. WOOD of New Jersey: Resolutions adopted by board 
of officers of Second Regiment, National Guard of New Jersey, 
urging pa ssago of bill providing for pay for the Organized 
Militia of United States; to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, peLition of Somersee Grange, No. 7, Patrons of Hus
bandry, of Middlclmsll, N. J., against passage of any measure 
restricting to a period of three months the maximum time for 
the cold storage of staple foodstuffs; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By l\fr. WILLIS : Petition of S. T. McDonald and other vet
erans of the Civil War, of Rosewood, Ohio, asking for the 
passage of the Sherwood pension bill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FnmAY, April 14, 1911. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Ilcv. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
During the reading the following occurred : 
l\Ir. CANNON. l\fr. Speaker, there is so much confusion I 

am unable to hear what the Clerk is reading. It is not the fa.ult 
of the Clerk. What is he reading? 

The SPEAKER. He is supposed. to l>e reading the Journal. 
The point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois is sus
tained, and the House will be in order. 

Mr. CANNON. Has there been a demand made that the Jour
nal shall 1.Je read in full, rather than a statement? If so, does 
that include the reading of the names of Members who voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wus not reading the names of 
:Members who voted. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not care at this time to demand the read
ing of the names. Of course I could, but it seems to me an ex· 
ceeclingly long Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk was reading the Journal in the 
usual way nncl will proceecl. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the Journal, and it was 
approved. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER announced the following change of reference : 
A bill (H. R. 2900) to authorize the acceptance by the United 

States of the gift of the Nathan Straus Pasteurized l\Iilk 
Laboratory; Committee on .Military Affairs discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Resolution (II. Res. 70) providing for a committee to in
vestigate the method of enforcement of the antitrust act and 
other matters; Committee on Expenditures in the Department 
of Justlce discharged, and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

PRINTING llESOLUTIONS IN THE llECORD. 
l\Ir. PEPPER. :Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

print the following resolution in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

consent to have printecl in the RECORD a certain memorial, of 
which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ncsolution asking for an investigation of the Taylor system of shop 

management. 
Mr. HARDWICK. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject--
Mr. l\IA.NN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object-
Mr. HARDWICK. I will yielll to the gentleman from 

Illinois. 
Mr. l\IANN. The gentleman from Iowa, one of the able new 

:Members of the House, is probably not familiar with tho 
practice of the House, which is not to print memorials in tho 
RECORD. If it is once begun there is no limit, and if once be
gun the RECORD becomes so bulky that we never can find the 
thing we want on account of the number of memorials. 

The SPEAKER. '.rhe Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Iowa if this is a memorial or a resolution? 

Mr. PEPPER. It is a. resolution. 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-10-12T12:28:04-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




